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SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS 

FHLBB clarifies classification of investments for purposes 
of insurance of accounts: effective 12-24-75 59424 

COTTON AND MAN MADE FIBER TEXTILES 

CiTA establishes import levels for products from the 
Republic of China; effective 1-1-76 ..—. 59475 

BRUCELLOSIS 
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torium; effective 1-23-75 ___.... . 59442 
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by 3-23-76 ..... . 59463 
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tions on thrift plans and on collateral for intermediate 
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Services. 2-6-76 . .— .... 59455 

ARBA: American Revolution Bicentennial Committee 
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Committee, 1-28-76 59461 
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Computer Peripherals, Components, and Related 
Test Equipment Technical Advisory Committee. 
1-27-76 ___ 59462 

President's Commission on White House Fellowships, 

1-23-76 ______.___ 59498 

State: Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommit¬ 
tee on Safety of Life at Sea. 1-28-76 .. 59455 

FCC: Common Carrier Radio Relay Advisory Commit¬ 


tee, 1-15-76... .... . 59480 

Joint Industry/Government Committee working 
groups. 1977 World Administrative Radio Confer¬ 
ence. 1-13, 1-14, 1-16. and 1-21-76 . 59481 

Broadcast Service working groups, 1979 World 
Administrative Radio Conference, 1-13, 1-14, 

1-19, 1-27-76 ___ _ 59480 


Broadcast Bureau Service working groups. 1979 
World Administrative Radio Conference, 

1-12-76 .. 59480 

World Administrative Radio Conference Advisory 
Committee for Citizens Radio Service, 1-13 and 

1-14-76 ______ 59481 

Office of Special Representative for Trade Negotia¬ 
tions: Advisory Committee for Trade Negotia¬ 
tions. 1-8-76 _ 59498 

Justice/LEAA: National Advisory Committee on Crimi¬ 
nal Justice Standards and Goals. 1-20 and 

1-21-76 . 59458 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 

1-8 through 1-10-76 _____ 59496 

POSTPONED MEETING— 

Interior/BLM: Boise District Advisory Board ... 59458 
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Faster grandparent and senior 
companion programs: Income 
eligibility levels; schedules - 59473 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Rules 

Oranges (Navel) grown In Arizona 
and California _ 59444 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 
Sce Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ing Service; Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service; 
Farmers Home Administration; 

Federal Crop Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration. 

ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE. AND MENTAL 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committees _ 59470 

AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICENTENNIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Racial. Ethnic and Native Amer¬ 
ican Participation In Bicen¬ 
tennial Advisory Committee— 59473 

ANIMAL and plant health inspection 

SERVICE 

Rules 

Quarantined areas; plant peat 
regulations; etc.; 

brucellosis_ 59421 

ANTITRUST division, justice 
department 

Notices 

Competitive impact statements 
and consent Judgments. UJB. 
versus listed companies: 

DeEeers Industrial Diamond Di¬ 
vision Limited, et al_. 59455 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules 

Environmental impact state¬ 
ments: 

Filing of environmental evalua¬ 


tions by applicants_ 59425 

Notices 

Hearings, etc,: 

Plying Tiger Line Inc_ 59473 

United Air Lines, Inc_ l 59474 

Western Air Lines, Inc_ 59474 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards; Na¬ 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY 
Proposed Rules 

Fees for National Bonks and Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia Banks; assess¬ 
ment -_ 59446 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Flammable fabrics; enforcement 
proceeding and prehearing con¬ 
ference _ 59476 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Women in the Services Advisory 
Committee_ 59455 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Semiconductor Technical Ad¬ 


visory Committee __ 59461 

Computer Peripherals. Com¬ 
ponents and Related Test 
Equipment Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee— _ 59462 


DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Registration, actions affecting: 

Jacobson. Max. MX)_ 59457 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Proposed Rules 

Upward bound program; correc¬ 
tion _ 59447 

Special services for disadvantaged 

students; correction_ 59447 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National Advisory Council on 
Adult Education___ 59471 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Solar Enoregy Research Institute; 
policy relating to establishment. 59513 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 

Air quality; implementation 
plans: 

North Dakota_ 59438 

National interim drinking water 
regulations and special monitor¬ 
ing regulations for organic 
chemicals < 2 documents). 59566, 59587 
Effluent guidelines and standards: 

Ore mining and dressing point 
source; extension of comment 

period- 59438 

Proposed Rules 
Air quality: 

National emission standards for 

hazardous pollutants.— 59531 

Effluent guidelines and standards: 

Ore mining and dressing point 
source: extension of comment 

period -... 59450 

Notices 

Air quality standards: 

Addition of hazardous air pol¬ 
lutants to list_ 59477 
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Lustlne Chevrolet, Inc. et al - 59426 
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Refuge; Maine _ 59444 
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atorium; walrus - 59459 
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Restricted areas_ 59448 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
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Amateur Radio Service: renewal 

of licenses_ 59441 

Freedom of information; editorial 
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Arizona__ 59440 

California --— 59440 

Proposed Rules 
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reminders 

(me Item* In this list were editorially compiled &£ an aid to Fedsoal Rccterxm users Inclusion or escluslon from this list has no legal 
tipniflcance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder. It does not Include effective dates that occur within M days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 

Nnn: There were no Items that are eligible 
for tnrlosloa In the list of Rulss Goimo Into 
Bmrcr Today. 


Next Week's Deadlines for Comments 
On Proposed Rules 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural Marketing Service— 
Canned swcotpotatoes; standards for 
grades; comments by 12-31-75. 

48949; 10-20-75 
Imported inshell walnuts; quality re- 
quirements; comments by 12- 
31-75 __ 57368; 12-9-75 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service— 

Horses; importation restrictions; com¬ 
ments by 12-30-75 _ 54802; 

11-26-75 

Soil Conservation Service— 

Review of watershed plans and en¬ 
vironmental impact statements; 
comments by 1-2-76. . 56457; 

12-3-75 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

AM, FM and TV stations; program logs; 
comments by 12-15-75; reply com¬ 
ments by 12-31-75 .— 51482; 

11-5-75 

Radiation patterns; design and measure¬ 
ment of radiation; comments by 
12-29-75 . 54826; 11-26-75 

TV broadcast stations, Calif., table of 
assignments; comments by 12- 

31-75. 53596; 11-19-75 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Use of Federal real property by non- 
Federal activities; comments by 

12-31-75. 54013; 11-20-75 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food and Drug Administration- 
Peanut spreads; common or usual 
name; comments by 1-2-76. 

51052; 11-3-75 

Office of Education— 

Career education program; comments 
by 12-31-75 55659; 12-1-75 

Social Security Administration— 
Federal health insurance for the aged 
and disabled; comments by 1- 
2-76 . 56458; 12-3-75 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Office of Interstate Land Sates 
Registration— 

Land registration; State filings; com¬ 
ments by 1-6-76 . 56919; 

12-5-75 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Land Management Bureau— 

Special Land Use Permits; administra¬ 
tion; comments by 12-31-75. 

54802; 11-26-75 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration— 

Implementation of the National En¬ 
vironmental policy act; comments 
by 1-2-76 .. 56454; 12-3-75 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Number of employees; definition of term; 
comments by 1-2-76. .. 55868; 

12-2-75 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Federal Aviation Administration— 
Establishment of VOR Federal airway 
from Menominee to Rhinelander, 
Wis.; comments by 12-2-76. 

55866; 12-2-75 
Celina, Ohio; alteration of transition 
area: comments by 12-31-75. 

55664; 12-1-75 
Coshocton, Ohio; alteration of tran¬ 
sition area; comments by 12- 

31-75 . 55664; 12-1-75 

Southport, N.C.; designation of transi¬ 
tion area; comments by 12-31-75. 

55664; 12-1-75 
Sylacauga. Alabama; designation of 
transition area; comments by 12- 

31-75 .. 55665; 12-1-75 

Ripley, Mississippi; designation of 
transition area; comments by 12- 

31-75 55665; 12-1-75 

Motor vehicle safety standards; an¬ 
thropomorphic test dummies; com¬ 
ments by 12-30-75 _ 51059; 

11-3-75 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Internal Revenue Service— 

Arbitrage bonds; comments by 

1-2-76 .. 56448; 12-3-75 

Employees of organizations under 
common control; comments by 
1-4-76 .. 51467; 11-5-75 


Next Week’s Meetings 


Department of Defense Wage Com¬ 
mittee; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (closed) 12-30-75. 

52421; 11-10-75 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Advisory Committee on Reform of the 
International Monetary System, to be 
held in Washington, D.C.: 12-30-75 
(rescheduled) ... 58158; 12-15-75 


List of Public Laws 


S. 1800 Pub. Law 94-158 

Arts and Artifacts Indemnity Act 
(Dec. 20, 1975; 89 Stat. 844) 

H.R. 8069 Department of Labor and Health, 
Education, and Welfare Appropriation 
Act. 1976. Message dated Dec 19. 1975; 
Wcekfy Compilation of Presidential 
Documents. Vol. 11. No. 51. 

H.R. 2724 .Pub. Law 94-160 

An act to provide for establishment of 
the Father Marquette National Memorial 
near Saint tgnace, Michigan, and for 
other purposes 
(Dec. 20, 1975; 89 Stat. 848) 

H.R. 9005 ___ Pub. Law 94-161 

International Development and Food As¬ 
sistance Act of 1975 
(Dec. 20. 1975; 89 Stat. 849) 

H.R. 9883 .. Pub. Law 94-162 

An act to amend the Joint Resolution ap¬ 
proved December 28. 1973, providing 
for the establishment of the Lyndon 
Baines Johnson Memorial Grove on the 
Potomac, and for other purposes 
(Dec. 20. 1975; 89 Stat. 870) 

H J. Res. 733 .. Pub. Law 94-159 

Joint resolution making further continu¬ 
ing appropriations for the fiscal year 
1976, and for other purposes 
(Dec. 20, 1975; 89 Stat. 847) 

S. 622 .. Pub. Law 94-163 

Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(Dec. 22. 1975; 89 Stat. 871) 
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This section off the FEDERAL REGISTER contain* regulatory document* having general applicability and legal effect most off which are 
toyed to and codified in the Coda off Federal Regulation*, which it published under 50 title* pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulation* Is sold by the Superintendent off Document*. Price* of new books ere listed In the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue off each month. 


Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH 

INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 

AGRICULTURE 

SjDCMAFTER c— INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 

AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

PART 78—BRUCELLOSIS 
Quarantine Areas 

e Purpose. The purposes of these 
amendments to Part 78 are: (1) to add 
a new section for Quarantined Areas, and 
( 2 ) to add a new section and amend cer¬ 
tain definitions in order to provide for 
the movement of cettle from Quarantined 
Areas. • 

s/afeme** of considerations. Great 
progress has been made in the Coopera¬ 
tive State-Federal Brucellosis Eradica¬ 
tion Program in recent years. Because 
of the failure on part of the State of 
Texas to comply with the Uniform 
Methods and Rules for the eradication 
of brucellosis and because of the high 
Incidence of brucellosis infection that 
exists In that State, and because meas¬ 
ures In effect in that State to eradicate 
brucellosis are not deemed adequate to 
prevent the interstate spread of that dis¬ 
ease it has been determined that the in¬ 
terstate movement of cattle from Texas 
without further restrictions constitutes 
n threat to the livestock of the United 
States. Therefore, the entire 8 tatc of 
Texas is quarantined to prevent the in¬ 
terstate spread of brucellosis from that 
Shite. A new ! 78.22a is added to the 
regulations quarantining the State of 
Texas and a new 5 78.12a is added pro¬ 
hibiting the movement of cattle from 
quarantined areas other than in accord¬ 
ance with restrictions deemed necessary’ 
to prevent the interstate spread of the 
dbease. 

I3oftnitions of ’‘Qualified Herds’* and 
“Herds of Unknown Status" are amend¬ 
ed, and a new definition of "Quarantined 
Areas" is added, to reflect the changes 
and to clarify the regulations. Further, 
in order to conform the existing regula¬ 
tions to the amendments, all references 
to Texas in 5 f 78.20, 78.21, and 78.22 arc 
deleted. 

Accordingly, Part 78, Title 9. Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended in the 
following respects: 

1. In f 78.1. paragraphs (o) and <aa) 
are revised and a new paragraph iee> is 
added to read: 

§ 78.1 Definition*. 


( o> Qualified herd. Any herd as de¬ 
fined in paragraphs (a) < 1 > or ( 2 ) of 

this section. 

<1) Qualified herd in a noncertified 
area. Any herd of cattle in a noncertified 
area which is not knowm to be affected 
with brucellosis and for which the State 


has records showing that the herd has 
been tested for brucellosis in accordance 
with the procedures for herd tests for 
initial Modified Certified Brucellosis 
Area status specified In the Uniform 
Methods and Rules, chapter I. part V-A. 
within 12 months prior to Interstate 
movement of any cattle from such herd. 

(2> Qualified herd in a quarantined 
area. Any herd of cattle In a quarantined 
area which is not known to be affected 
with brucellosis and which has been sub¬ 
jected to two consecutive official tests for 
brucellosis and found negative. The first 
of these two official tests of the herd 
shall be conducted not more than 240 
days nor 1 ess than 120 days prior to the 
date of classification as a qualified herd 
and the second official test not more than 
120 days prior to the date of such clas¬ 
sification and such tests shall be per¬ 
formed not less than 90 days nor more 
than 150 days apart. In order to remain 
a qualified herd a herd shall be sub¬ 
jected to successive requalifylng official 
tests and found negative. Each such re- 
qualifying test shall be conducted not 
piorc than 120 days from the date of the 
immediately preceding official test. All 
cattle added to a qualified herd mast 
have been Included In the preceding 
two official tests to qualify as cattle from 
the qualified herd. 

• • • » • 

faa) Herd of unknown status. Any 
herd as defined in paragraphs <aa> Cl) or 
< 2 > of this section. 

<1> Herd of unknown status in a non - 
certified area. A herd of cattle in a non- 
cert ifled area which has not been tested 
for brucellosis in accordance with the 
procedure for herd tests for initial 
modified certified area certification 
specified in chapter 1, part V-A of the 
Uniform Methods and Rules within 12 
months prior to the interstate movement 
of any cattle from such herd. 

(2) Herd of unknown status in a 
quarantined area. Any herd of cattle in 
a quarantined area except a qualified 
herd or a herd known to be affected. 


(co) Quarantined area. Any area listed 
in § 78.22a. 

2. A new section 78.12a is added to 
read: 

§ 78.12* Gallic from qtiaranlim'd 
area*. 

Notwithstanding any provisions In the 
regulations to the contrary, cattle may be 
moved Interstate from a quarantined 
area only In accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of this section. 

(a) Steers and sprayed heifers. Steers 
and spayed heifers over 6 months of age 
may be moved without restrictions. 

<b) Brucellosis reactor cattle. Brucel¬ 
losis reactor cattle may be moved in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of $ 78.7. 


(c) Brucellosis exposed cattle. Brucel¬ 
losis exposed cattle may be moved in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of £ 78.8 
or <b>. 

<d> Movement from qualified herds. 
Cattle from qualified herds in any quar¬ 
antined area may be moved interstate 
in accordance with the conditions speci¬ 
fied in any one of the following para¬ 
graphs: 

(X) Movement for immediate slaugh- 
ter. (1) Such cattle may be so moved for 
Immediate slaughter cither directly from 
a farm of origin or through a specifically 
approved stockyard II they arc accom¬ 
panied by a certificate, are subjected to 
an official test for brucellosis and found 
negative within 30 days prior to such 
interstate movement And the certificate 
allows, in addition to items required 
under 5 78.1 an. the test dates and re¬ 
sults of the official teat; or <ill such cattle 
may move in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of I 78.8<b>: or 

(2) Movement to quarantined feed- 
lots. (i) Such cattle may be fo moved to a 
quarantined fcedlot either directly from 
a farm of origin or through a specifically 
approved stockyard if they are accom¬ 
panied by a certificate, arc subjected to 
an official test for brucellosis and found 
negative within 30 days prior to such 
Interstate movement and the certificate 
shows, in addition to items required un¬ 
der 5 78.1 <u), the test dates and results 
of the official test; or cil) such cattle may 
move in accordance with the provisions 
off 78 8 <a) :or 

(3) Movement for purposes other than 
in paragraphs id) <f) and ( 2 ) of this sec¬ 
tion. Cattle in qualified herds may be so 
moved either directly from a farm of 
origin or through a specifically approved 
stockyard for purposes other than those 
specified in paragraphs (d> <1> and <2> 
of this section if they are accompanied by 
a certificate and such cattle, except of¬ 
ficial vaccinates less than 12 months of 
age anc} calves less than 6 months of age, 
are subjected to an official test for bru¬ 
cellosis and found negative within 30 
days prior to such interstate movement, 
and the certificate shows, in addition to 
Items required under { 78.1 (u). the tosi 
dates and results of the official test. 

ffc) Movement from herds of unknown 
status. Cattle which originate in herds of 
unknown status in a quarantined area 
may be moved interstate only for im¬ 
mediate slaughter or directly to a 
quarantined feedlot in accordance with 
f 78.8 <a> or <b>. # 

§§ 78.20, 78.21, 78.22 I Amendri! ] 

3. In 45 78.20. 78.21. and 78.22 all ref¬ 
erences to Texas are deleted. 

4. A new 5 78.22a is added to read: 


♦ A herd of unknown atatua In a quaran¬ 
tined area may become a qualified herd upon 
compliance with the provision* of I 78.1 (o). 
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g 78.22a Quarnnt lin'd Area*. 

Notice to hereby given that because 
of the existence of the contagion of 
brucellosis and the nature and extent of 
such contagion in certain areas which 
do not have control and eradication pro¬ 
cedures adequate to prevent the inter¬ 
state dissemination of the disease, the 
following areas arc quarantined: 

The entire State of Texas. 

(Sect. 4-7. 23 8Ut 32. as amended; sect. I 
and 2. 32 Stat 791-792. as amended; sees. 
1-4. 33 8Ut. 1235. as amended; »ec. 2, 35 
Stat. 693; and boob. 3 and 11. 70 8tal 130. 
132 (21 US.C. 111-114*-!. 115. 117. 120. 121, 
123-125. 134b. I34f); 37 Fit 28464. 28477; 
38 FR 19111.) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall become effective January 
5.1976. 

The amendments impose restrictions 
necessary in order to prevent the inter¬ 
state spread of brucellosis and they 
must be made effective immediately to 
accomplish their purpose in the public 
interest. It does not appear that public 
participation in this rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding would make additional relevant 
information available to the Depart¬ 
ment 

Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. it to 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendments are impracticable, un¬ 
necessary, and contrary to the public 
interest, and good cause to found for 
making them effective less than 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of December. 1975. 

Pierre A. Chaloux. 
Acting Deputy Administrator , 
Veterinary Services. Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service . 

|PR Doc.75-34723 Piled 12-23-75;8:45 Am) 

Title 12—Banks end Banking 

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK BOARD 
SU8CHAPTER A—GENERAL 
INo. 75-1138| 

PART 500—ORGANIZATION AND 
CHANNELING OF FUNCTIONS 

Amendments Relating To Board 
Organization 

December 15,1975. 

The following summary of the amend¬ 
ments adopted by this Resolution to pro¬ 
vided for the reader's convenience and 
to subject to the full explanation in the 
following preamble and to the specific 
provisions of the regulations. 

I. Present Regulations. 

Part 500 of the General Regulations 
describes the organization and channel¬ 
ing of functions ot the Board. 

II. Final Regulations. 

Part 500 to updated to reflect current 
Board organization and channeling of 
functions. “Subpart D—Delegations of 
Authority" has been added. 

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
considers it advisable to amend $$ 500.11, 


500.13, 500.14. 500.18, 500.19. 500.20. 500.- 
21. 500.22, 500.31 and 500.32 of Part 500 
(12 CFR Part 500) of the General Regu¬ 
lations, and to add thereto “Subpart D— 
Delegations of Authority" including a 
new $ 500.40 to reflect present Board or¬ 
ganization and channeling of functions. 

New “Subpart D—Delegations of Au¬ 
thority" was created to integrate Into 
the Part 500 structure the Board's dele¬ 
gations to its Offices. The first delega¬ 
tions under the newly created Subpart 
are to the Director or Acting Director of 
the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation in ! 500.40. 

Section 500.11 to amended by deleting 
the 1a* t sentence. 

Section 500.13, which describes the Of¬ 
fice of Management Systems and Ad¬ 
ministration, and $500.14, which de¬ 
scribes the Office of Economic Research, 
are amended to more clearly deflne the 
present functions of those Offices. 

Section 500.18, which describes the Of¬ 
fice of Examinations and Supervision, to 
amended to include the following Acts 
under which the Office has supervisory 
responsibilities: the Equal Credit Op¬ 
portunity Act, the Real Estate Settle¬ 
ment Procedures Act, and the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act. 

Section 500.19. which describes the Of¬ 
fice of Industry Development, to amend¬ 
ed to reflect that Office's additional re¬ 
sponsibilities to review for approval mar¬ 
ketable certificates of deposit and to co¬ 
ordinate inter-office programs relating 
to electronic fund transfer systems. 

Section 500.20, which describes the Of¬ 
fice of the Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corporation, to amended to de¬ 
scribe the present responsibilities of the 
four divisions of that Office. 

Section 500.21. which describes the 
Office of the Federal Home Loan Banks, 
to amended to include the Office’s re¬ 
sponsibility for conducting the election 
of directors of the Federal Home Loan 
Banks. 

Section 500.22. which describes the 
Office of Housing and Urban Affairs, to 
amended to clarify Its responsibilities 
and delete reference to administrative 
oversight of the Urban Reinvestment 
Task Force. 

Section 500.31, which lists current 
forms, to amended by (1) deleting Forms 
241, 831. 999. 4-T. and 400; <2> adding 
Form No. 1013; and (3) re-designating 
Form PA as Form AC. 

Section 500.32. which lists the Board s 
Offices and describes the manner in 
which submittals should be made to the 
Board, to amended to delete a Los Angeles 
branch office, which has been closed. 

Accordingly, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board hereby amends ${500.11, 
500.13. 500.14, 500 18, 500.19, 500.20. 
500.21. 500.22. 500.31 and 500.32 of Part 
500 (12 CFR Part 500) of the General 
Regulations, and adds thereto “Subpart 
D—Delegations of Authority" Including 
new 3 500.40 to read as set forth below, 
effective December 29.1975. 

Since the above-described amendments 
relate to rules of Board organization, 
procedure, or practice, the Board hereby 
finds that notice and public procedure 
with respect to said amendments arc un¬ 
necessary under the provisions of 12 CFR 


508.11 and 5 U.S.C. 553(b); and since 
publication of said amendments for the 
30-day period specified in 12 CFR 508.14 
and 5 U 8 C. 553(d) prior to the effective 
date of said amendments would in the 
opinion of the Board be unnecessary for 
the same reason, the Board hereby pro¬ 
vides that said amendments shall be¬ 
come effective as hereinabove set forth. 

1. Revise $500.11 to read as follows; 

§ 500.11 Secretary to the Board. 

The Secretary to the Board to responsi¬ 
ble for the secretarial functions of the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board and the 
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation and has custody of the rec¬ 
ords of the Board and of the Corpora¬ 
tion. The Secretary to the Board to re¬ 
sponsible for the preparation and main- 
tenace of the Minute Record of all 
official actions of the Board, for the au¬ 
thentication of documents and for cer¬ 
tifications. The Office of the Secretary 
provides general record services for the 
Board through the Files and Docket Sec¬ 
tion, which is under the direction and 
supervision of the Secretary* to the Board. 
The Secretary to the Board to Liaison 
Officer to the Federal Register. 

2. Revise paragraphs (a), <b>, (c>. 
and (e) of I 500.13 as follows: 

§ 500.13 Dlri^tw of flir Ollier of Man- 
agrinrnt Sy*1em» nnd Administra¬ 
tion. 

• •It* 

(a) The Financial Management Divi¬ 
sion Is responsible for the administration 
and management of the internal finan¬ 
cial operations of the Board, the head¬ 
quarters of the Office of Examinations 
and Supervision, and the Federal Savings 
and Loan Insurance Corporation, tnclud - 
lng budgeting, accounting, receipt, and 
disbursement of funds; control, process¬ 
ing, and payment of expenses; and main¬ 
tenance of pay and leave records. This 
Division to also responsible for prepara¬ 
tion of the Board’s annual budget sub¬ 
missions to the Office of Management and 
Budget and to the Congress, and for 
supervision of field accounting operations 
for the Federal Savings and Loan Insur¬ 
ance Corporation. 

<b> The Administration and Method* 
Division to responsible for conducting 
purchase and supply operations; sorting, 
receiving, and distributing mall: main¬ 
tenance; transportation; acquiring and 
allocating space: contract administra¬ 
tion; and other housekeeping functions 
for the Board. A printing and reproduc¬ 
tion plant is operated by this Division, a* 
authorized by the Congressional Joint 
Committee on Printing. The Boards 
emergency planning program for conti¬ 
nuity of operations and relocation of Uw 
agency in the event of an emergency to 
aLso a function of this Division. 

(c> The Personnel Management Divi¬ 
sion to responsible for development ana 
execution of the personnel manageimnt 
program of the Board. The program in¬ 
cludes recruitment, placement and stall¬ 
ing; position classification and wage ad¬ 
ministration; employee development and 
training: employee-management rela¬ 
tions; health insurance, life Insurance. 
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and retirement benefit*; and incentive 
Hoards. The Director of the Personnel 
Management Division is also responsible 
lor carrying out the purposes of Execu¬ 
tive Order No, 10450, as amended, as 
Personnd Security Officer of the Board, 
and for acting as agency liaison to the 
Civi: Service Commission on all personnel 
matters of interest to the Commission. 
• • • • • 

(e) The Management Systems Division 
nssits management in achieving effective, 
rindent, and economical operation of the 
Board. Federal Home Loan Banks. Fed¬ 
eral Savings and Loan Insurance Cor¬ 
poration, and the Office of Finance. To 
accomplish these results, the Division 
conducts financial, operational, and 
management audits; performs special 
studies of management, systems, and 
procedural problems, and provides man¬ 
agement training and organizational de¬ 
velopment programs. The Division U also 
responsible for operating the paperwork 
management programs required by the 
National Archives Record Service. Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration. 

3. Section 500.14 is revised as follows: 

5 500.11 Direr lor of the Ollier of Eco¬ 
nomic Research. 

The Director of the Office of Economic 
Research, as principal economic adviser 
to the Board, Is responsible for design 
and supervision of economic analysis in 
the areas of general economic develop¬ 
ments, capital and mortgage markets, 
housing, and the savings and loan in¬ 
dustry and competing financial inter¬ 
mediaries, as well as matters relating to 
legislation, regulation, and policies of the 
Board. The Director’s responsibilities 
also include: developing and maintaining 
various research, statistical, and econ¬ 
ometric programs to gather and keep 
current information relating to the sav¬ 
ings and loan industry; working with 
other agencies through interagency com¬ 
mittees; participating in research and 
policy project* with the Federal Home 
Loan Banks; providing liaison with pub¬ 
lic and private organizations; preparing 
articles and statistical tables for publi¬ 
cation; overseeing the Board's contract 
with the Agency for International Devel¬ 
opment and the Federal Home Loan 
Banks’ participation in the AID Housing 
Guarantee Program: providing research 
support and advice to Board Offices: and 
acting as official economic spokesman for 
the Board. 


4. Section 500.18 is revised as follows: 

§ ->00.18 Director of the Oilier of Ex- 
jnittnutioii* and Supervision. 

The Director of the Office of Examina- 
tion and Supervision is responsible for 
the performance of the responsibilities of 
the Board and the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation with respect 
to examination and supervision of Fed- 
wal savings and loan associations under 
the Home Owners’ Loan Act of 1933 and 
o! State-chartered insured Institutions, 
savings and loan holding companies, and 
subsidiaries of savings and loan holding 
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companies under Title IV of the National 
Housing Act The Director is also respon¬ 
sible for advising the Board with respect 
to matters of policy decision, legislation, 
and regulation to which hi* functions of 
supervision and examination are related. 
The Director is responsible for manage¬ 
ment of the examination process and de¬ 
velopment and improvement of exami¬ 
nation technique* and for the direction 
of supervisory and enforcement activi¬ 
ties of the staff and agents of the Board 
and the Federal Savings and Loan In¬ 
surance Corporation. This Office super¬ 
vises the security programs of insured 
institutions required by the Bank Protec¬ 
tion Act of 1968 and enforcement of the 
Truth in Lending Act. the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act. the Currency and Foreign 
Transactions Reporting Act, the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act, the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act, and the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act. 

5. Section 500.19 is revised as follows: 

§ .*00.19 Director of the Office of liulu*- 
try Development. 

The Director of the Office of Industry 
Development is responsible for process¬ 
ing. review, and evaluation of certain 
applications to the Board and the Fed¬ 
eral Saving* and Loan Insurance Cor¬ 
poration, except for applications which 
are approved by another agent or officer 
of the Board pursuant to delegated au¬ 
thority. Applications for which the Di¬ 
rector Is responsible concern the follow¬ 
ing matters: permission to organize a 
Federal savings and loan association; fa¬ 
cility offices (including regular brand) 
offices, limited facility branch offices, 
satellite offices, and mobile facilities) of 
existing Federal savings and loan asso¬ 
ciations; insurance of accounts: conver¬ 
sion from Federal to State or from StAte 
to Federal charter; membership in the 
Federal Home Loan Bank System; mer¬ 
gers involving a Federal savings and loan 
association; voluntary* dissolution of a 
Federal savings and loan association: In¬ 
crease in account* of an insurable type 
through merger, consolidation, or pur¬ 
chase of bulk assets; investment in a 
service corporation by a Federal savings 
and loan association; change in office lo¬ 
cation: investment In an office building; 
waiver or modification of a condition for 
insurance of accounts or issuance of a 
Federal charter; release of pledged 
savings acounts or escrowed stock: ex¬ 
tension of a lending area; approval of 
amendments to charter, bylaws, or se¬ 
curity form*; approval or disapproval of 
marketable certificates of deposits with 
the concurrence of the Office of the Gen¬ 
eral Counsel: permission to issue sub¬ 
ordinated debt securities; and other ap¬ 
plications for which the Director of this 
Office may be assigned responsibility. The 
Director 1* also responsible for planning 
and coordinating new programs to stim¬ 
ulate development of the savings and 
loan industry by encouraging financially 
sound restructuring. Further, It is the 
responsibility of the Director to coordi¬ 
nate inler-officc program* in regard to 
development, extension, and reporting of 
electronic fund transfer systems. 
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6. Section 500.20 is revised as follows: 

g 300.20 Director of the Ollier of the 
Federal Sating* and Loan Insurance 
(Corporation. 

Tlie Director of the Office of the Fed¬ 
eral Savings and Loan Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration is responsible for advising the 
Board with respect to policies and op¬ 
eration* of the Corporation. He is re¬ 
sponsible for preservation of the integrity 
and fiscal soundness of the insurance 
fund in order to effect prompt settle¬ 
ment of all insurance obligations. Admin¬ 
istration of this responsibility is accom¬ 
plished through the Office’s four divi¬ 
sions; 

(a) The Insurance Division is respon¬ 
sible for payment In cash of all insured 
savings a* promptly as possible in the 
event of a default of an Insured savings 
and loan association. The Division iden¬ 
tifies. develops, and employs effective 
alternative measures for prompt settle¬ 
ment of insurance obligation*. 

<b) The Problem and Rehabilitation 
Division is responsible for maintaining 
a high level of confidence on the part 
of the savings public in the industry's 
integrity and fiscal soundness. In co¬ 
ordination with the Office of General 
Counsel and the Office of Examination* 
and Supervision, the Division develops 
and implements plans of financial as¬ 
sistance to prevent default of Insured 
institutions. 

(c) The Financial Assistance Division 
is responsible for effective administra¬ 
tion of the FSLIC’s financial assistance 
agreement* and prudent management 
of the liquidation of it* contingent lia¬ 
bilities under these agreements at the 
earliest opportunity. The Division is also 
resoonslble for operational and financial 
audits of all Insurance settlement ac¬ 
tions by the FSLIC. 

id) The Asset Management Division is 
responsible for directing liquidation of 
the asset* of F8LIC administered re¬ 
ceiverships and for llnuidatlon of Cor¬ 
poration-owned assets through market¬ 
ing techniques designed to facilitate 
maximum recoveries of FSLIC funds. 

7. Sectinm 500.21 and 500.22 are re¬ 
vised a* follows: 

§ 300.21 Dintlor of flic Olfiro of the 
Federal Home Loan Rank*. 

The Director of the Office of the Fed¬ 
eral Home Loan Banks is responsible 
for reviewing the activities of the Banks 
and for directing and co-ordinating 
their operating procedures to ensure 
conformity with the goals and objectives 
of the Board. The Director Is responsible 
for establishing standards of accounting, 
reporting, and financial analysis for the 
Banks and for providing advice and as¬ 
sistance to the Banks in their opera¬ 
tions. including but not limited to. dAta 
processing, planning, and community 
activity. He is also resoonsible for ad¬ 
vising the Board on policy decisions re¬ 
specting the Banks and for making rec¬ 
ommendations concerning such matters 
as budgets, salaries, dividends, bylaw 
amendment*, and election* of officers 
and counsel. The Director is also respon- 
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sible lor annual examinations and for 
conducting elections of directors ol each 
Federal Home Loan Bank. 

S 300.22 Dirrcior of the Ollier of Hous¬ 
ing and Urban AfTnira* 

The Director of the Office of Housing 
and Urban Affairs is responsible for ad¬ 
vising the Board on housing, urban 
problems, and minority affairs and for 
recommending policies pertaining there¬ 
to. This Office develops, implements, and 
evaluates programs to encourage hous¬ 
ing Investment and rehabilitation in 
older urban neighborhoods, prevent dis¬ 
crimination In lending and employment 
by the savings and loan industry, and 
assist minority owned or operated sav¬ 
ings and loon associations which have 
Federal charters or Insurance of ac¬ 
counts by the Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corporation. 

§ 300.31 t Amended] 

8. In 5 500.31, delete from paragraph 

(a) (1) Forms 244. 631. and 009. redesig¬ 
nate Form PA as Form AC, and add 
after Form 921 the following new form: 

1018_ Federal Home Loan Bank Board 

membership change of statue 
report. 

Alno In I 500-31. deleu from paragraph u) 
(3) Forum 4-T and from paragraph (b) 
delete Form 400. 

§ 500.32 [ Amended 1 

9 . in t 500.32, delete from paragraph 

(b) ill) the following: 

Los Angeles Branch Offlcs 
815 South Flower Street 

Los Angeles, California 90017 

10. Add new Subpart D. Including new 
l 500.40, to read as follows: 

Subpart D—Delegations of Authority 

§ 500. SO Director or Acting Director of 
the Office o: the Federal Saving* and 
Lmn Immrance Corporation. 

(a) The Director or Acting Director 
of the Office of the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation is author¬ 
ized: . . . 

(1) to manage assets acquired by the 
Corporation pursuant to or In connec¬ 
tion with action taken under the third 
sentence of section 406(c)(1)» section 
406(c)(3), or section 406(f) of the Na¬ 
tional Housing Act. as amended, or sec¬ 
tion 5(d)(6)(D) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act of 1933, as amended: 

(2) to satisfy, settle, or compromise 
any liability of, or claim or Judgment 
against, the Corporation arising out of 
the management of any asset referred 
to In paragraph (a)(1) of this section, 
subject to any limitations placed upon 
such authority by any regulation, resolu¬ 
tion. or other action of the Board; 

<3i to authorize the sale or other dis¬ 
position of any asset acquired by the 
Corporation pursuant to or in connection 
with action taken under the third sen¬ 
tence of section 406(c)(1), section 406 

(c) (3), or section 406(f) of the Na¬ 
tional Housing Act. as amended, or sec¬ 
tion 5(d) (6) (D) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act of 1933. as amended. Provided, 
That the loss calculated according to the 
book value of such asset does not exceed 
$100,000; and 


(4) to redelegate In writing the au¬ 
thority set forth in paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section to the Deputy Director of the 
Office of the Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corporation or to such other 
officer of such Office as the Director or 
Acting Director may designate. Provided , 
That such other Officer may not exercise 
such authority with respect to the sale 
or other disposition of an asset for which 
the loss calculated according to the book 
value of such asset exceeds $80,000. 

(b) The Director or Acting Director of 
the Office of the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation shall report 
monthly to the Board any action taken 
pursuant to the authorizations contained 
in paragraphs (a) (3) and (4) of this 
section that Involves a book loss in excess 
of $50,000. 

(Sec. 17. 47 SUL 736. a* amended; 12 US.C. 
» 1437. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947. 12 FJt. 4981. 
3 CPU, 1943-48 Corap., p. 1071). 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

fssAL] J. J. Finn, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.75-34706 Filed 12-23-10:8:45 «un] * 


(No. 75-11061 

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
SYSTEM 

PART 523—MEMBERS OF BANKS 
SUBCHAPTER D—INSURANCE OF ACCOUNTS 
PART 561—DEFINITIONS 

Clarifying Amendments Regarding 
Classification of Investments 

Decembex 19,197$. 

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
considers it desirable to amend 9 523.10 
(g) of the Regulations for the Federal 
Home Loan Bank System (12 CFR 523.10 
(g>) and (561.15(e) of the Rules and 
Regulations for Insurance of Accounts 
(12 CFR 561.15(e)) for the purpose of 
clarifying the classification thereunder 
of certain Investments. In connection 
with a letter Issued today by the Acting 
Chairman of the Board to all insured 
Institutions concerning the recent offer 
(Exchange Offer) of the Municipal As¬ 
sistance Corporation to exchange four 
series of its bonds for Notes of the City 
of New York (City Notes). 

Prior to the instant amendment. 
1 523.10(g)(6) provided that general 
obligations of State. Federal or local gov¬ 
ernments with terras to maturity of not 
more than 2 yean qualified es liquid as¬ 
sets if ’’rated at the time acquired by a 
member in one of the four highest (in¬ 
vestment rating 1 grades • • •” Some 
doubt appears to have existed as to 
whether continued qualification as a 
liquid asset of obligations such as the 
Ctty Notes Is affected where either the 
qualifying rating is lost or the obliga¬ 
tion is in default. It is clear to the Board, 
on the basis of the statutory purposes 
of liquidity, that cither event would war¬ 
rant removing an obligation from eligi¬ 
bility as a liquid asset, and that clarify¬ 
ing changes in the regulations are 
therefore required. 


The statutory purposes of liquidity are 
stated in paragraph (a) of section 5A of 
the Federal Home Loan Bank Act, as 
follows: 


Sec, 5A. (a) Tha purpose of this sectioa ti 
to provide a means for creating meaningful 
and flexible liquidity In savings and loan as¬ 
sociations and other members which can be 
Increased when mortgage money Is plentiful, 
maintained In easily liquidated Instrument ,, 
and reduced to add to the flow of funds to 
the mortgage market in periods of credit 
stringency. More flexible liquidity will help 
support two main purposes of the Federal 
Horae Loan Bank Act — sound mortgage credit 
and a more stable supply of such credit. 

It Is clear that neither mortgage credit 
nor the ability of an association to meet 
demand for withdrawals is enhanced by 
a security which has lost its rating, or 
one which is in default. To remove any 
implication that qualification for liquid¬ 
ity at the time of acquisition also sug¬ 
gests continued qualification despite rat¬ 
ing removal or default, 8 523.10(g) h 
amended to require that principal and 
interest of "liquid assets” be free from 
default and that the general governmen¬ 
tal obligations held as liquidity continue 
to qualify with regard to their investment 
ratings. 

On a related matter, the Board amends 
paragraph (e) of 8 561.15 to provide that 
a security, whether held for purpose of 
liquidity or investment, becomes a sched¬ 
uled item if cither principal or interest 
payments are in default 

Failure to meet liquidity requirements 
may subject on association to penalty 
under 8 523.11. However, the Board, un¬ 
der the authority granted it by para¬ 
graph (e> of section 5A of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Act has recommended 
forcbearance with respect to penalties as 
to any Institution that fails to meet 
Board liquidity requirements ns a remit 
of continued investment by the Institu¬ 
tion in City Notes or acceptance of the 
Exchange Offer. Such forebearanee is 
subject, however, to a satisfactory ar¬ 
rangement with the appropriate Super¬ 
visory Agent, on an individual case basis, 
for meeting liquidity requirements by the 
end of any period or periods of forbear¬ 
ance, which in no event shall aggregate 
more than one year. Supervisory Agents 
have also been directed, again on an in¬ 
dividual case basis, to waive any lending 
restriction caused by an excessive volume 
of scheduled Items stemming from pres¬ 
ent ownership of City Notes. 

Accordingly, the Board hereby amends 
said 88 523.10(g) and 561.15(e). to read 
as set forth below, effective December 24, 
1975. 

Since these amendments arc clarifica¬ 
tions and it is in the public Interest that 
such amendments become effective with¬ 
out delay, the Board hereby finds that 
notice and public procedure with respect 
to such amendments are contrary to the 
public interest and unne cessary under 
the provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 5 
UJ3.C. 553(b); and since publication of 
such amendments for the period of time 
specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 UB C. 
553(d) prior to the effective date of such 
amendments would in the opinion of the 
Board likewise be unnecessary for the 
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same reasons, the Board hereby provides 
that such amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective as hereinbefore set forth. 

1 . Section'523.10(g) is amended to 
read as follows: 

Liquidity 

§ 523.10 Definition* *. 

For the purposes of this section. 
} 523.11. and 1 523.12: 

• • • • • 

(g) The term -liquid assets'* means 
the total of cash, accrued Interest on un¬ 
pledged assets which qualify as liquid as¬ 
sets under this paragraph, or would so 
qualify except for their maturities, and 
the book value of the following un¬ 
pledged assets (Including such assets 
held subject to a repurchase agreement). 
as long as principal and Interest on such 
insets are not in default: 

• • • • • 

(6) general obligations (other than 
gold -related obligations) of any State, 
territory, or possession of the United 
States, or political subdivision of any of 
the foregoing. If: 

(D such obligations are and continue 
to be either (o) rated in one of the four 
highest grades as shown by the most re¬ 
cently published rating made of such 
obligations by a nationally recognised in¬ 
vestment rating service or <t» Issued by 
a public housing agency and have the 
full faith and credit of the United States 
pledged pursuant to section 142 la (c) or 
section 14371(a) of Title 42 of the United 
States Code, as amended; and 
(li> the remaining periods to maturity 
of such obligations are not more than 
2 years. 

• • • • • 

<S«c. 6 A. 47 Stat. 727. as added by See. 1. 64 
S?aV 256, as amended. Sec. 17. 47 Slat. 736. 
M amended: 12 UJS-C. 1425a, 1437, Roorg. 
Plan No. 3 of 1047. 12 PJL 4081. 3 CFR, 1047 
Supp.) 

1 Section 561.15(e) is amended to read 

as follows: 

$ 561.15 Scheduled item*. 

The term "scheduled Items** means; 

• • • • • 

<e) Any securities upon which one or 
more interest or principal payments due 
have not been paid (other than guaran¬ 
teed obligations). 

(Secs. 402, 403, 407, 48 8tat. 1256. 1257. 1280, 
m amended; 12 UAC. 1735. 1736. 1730. Reorg. 
Plan No. 3 of 1047. 12 P.R. 4081. 3 CFR, 1043- 
♦3C\>mp.,p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bonk 

Board. 

seal] Ronald A. Snider. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(IR Doc.76-34735 Filed 12 23 -75,8:45 amf 


Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance 

CHAPTER 1—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 103—APPEARANCES AND COM¬ 
PENSATION OF PERSONS APPEARING 

BEFORE SBA 

Revision 1, Amendment 1 

On November 3. 1975. there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (40 FR 
51069) a notice that the SMALL BUSI¬ 
NESS ADMINISTRATION proposed to 
amend the subpart of 13 CFR Part 103 
entitled “Interpretation of ‘good cause* ’* 
by revising Section 103.13-5(b> to specif¬ 
ically interpret advertising by appli¬ 
cants* representatives using the name 
“SBA** as "good cause** for suspension 
or revocation of the privilege to appear 
before the SBA. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
to submit comments. No comments were 
received. According Part 103. $ 103.13-5 
Is hereby amended by revising paragraph 
<b) to read as follows: 

§ 103.13—3 Interpretation of “good 
came.” 

• • • • • 

(b) Solicitation . Requesting or sug¬ 
gesting directly or through any agency 
or medium the employment of the per¬ 
son making or initiating the request or 
suggestion, or some other person to per¬ 
form work In connection with an appli¬ 
cation. "Solicitation'* shall include, but 
shall not be limited to, requests or sug¬ 
gestions which violate the ethics, cus¬ 
toms, or regulations of the profession or 
business of the person or persons mak¬ 
ing or initiating the suggestions; requests 
or suggestions which Imply or infer that 
the work to be performed or any portion 
thereof, will be of a political, influen¬ 
tial, or similar nature; and any adver¬ 
tisement or representation that contains 
or uses the words "Small Business Ad¬ 
ministration" or "SBA**, or any symbol 
thereof. 


Effective Date: In view of the fact that 
the foregoing is an interpretative rule 
and statement of policy, it .shall be made 
effective December 24. 1975. 

Louis F. Laun, 
Acting A dm Inis fra for 
|FR Doc.76-34697 Fllod 12-23 75;8:45 am] 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 
CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER B—PROCEDURAL REGULATIONS 
(Reg. PR-149. Arndt. 1] 

PART 312—IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
ACT. INCLUDING THE PREPARATION OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATE¬ 
MENTS 

Filing of Environmental Evaluations by 
Applicants 

Section 312.12(a) of t he B oard’s Pro¬ 
cedural Regulations (14 CFR 312.12(a)) 
implementing the National Environ¬ 


mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) re¬ 
quires that all applications seeking 
Board action pursuant to sections 401 
and 402 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (Act) be accompanied at the time 
of filing by an "environmental evalua¬ 
tion,*' which is a report containing cer¬ 
tain basic information bearing upon the 
possible environmental impact of the 
proposed action (see 1312.12(c)). The 
evaluation 1s designed to assist the 
Board In determining whether the ap¬ 
plication may result in a major Federal 
action having a significant impact upon 
the quality of the human environment 
and whether therefore an "environmen¬ 
tal impact statement" under section 
102(2) (C) of NEPA m3y be required. On 
September 23, 1975, certain air carriers * 
filed a petition requesting a modification 
of the timing of the environmental 
evaluation filing requirement, and a stay 
of the effective date thereof.* The car¬ 
riers suggest that a more appropriate 
time for filing an environmental evalua¬ 
tion would be: (1) When requested by 
order of the Board or notice from the 
responsible official of the Board: or (2> 
at the time of filing of a motion for ex¬ 
pedited hearing: or (3) at the time di¬ 
rect exhibits arc exchanged, If not previ¬ 
ously required. 

In support of their petition, the car¬ 
riers assert that the present rule will re¬ 
quire much unnecessary work for the 
carriers since only a limited number of 
section 401 applications which are filed 
are actually set for hearing. Further, 
they assert that the time lag between 
the filing of an application and a Board 
order setting a case for hearing may wil 
render the information supplied in the 
evaluation outdated and useless for pur¬ 
poses of a decision on potential environ¬ 
mental impact. Four civic parties have 
Jointly filed an answer to the petition, 
supporting the modification sought 

A joint answer in support has also been 
filed by two Alaskan certificated carriers 
and eight local service carriers. 4 

Upon consideration of the pleadings 
and all relevant facts, the Board finds 
that amendment of section 312.12(a) of 
the rule is warranted and In the public 
Interest. As amended, the rule will pro¬ 
vide that, except for certain expedited 
proceedings, an environmental evalua¬ 
tion must be filed within 30 days—unless 
otherwise specified in the Board order— 


‘American Airline*, Inc.. Brantff Airway*, 
Tnc.. Delta Air Linen. Inc.. Eastern Air Lines. 
Inc.. Northwest Airlines. Inc., ran American 
World Airways, Inc.. Trans World Airlines, 
Inc., United Air Lines. Inc., and Western Air 
Lines. Inc. 

• The Board’s environmental rule was 
adopted August 13. 1975 and became effec¬ 
tive on September 24. 1975 (Regulation PR- 
146, 40 PxnsnAL RcoisTva 37164). The request 
for a stay Is hereby mooted. 

• Boston Parties. Cincinnati Parties. Las 
Vegas Parties, and St Louis Parties. 

• Aliutka Airlines. Allegheny Airlines. Fron¬ 

tier Airlines, Hughe* Air west, North Central 
Airlines. Ozark Air Lines. Piedmont Aviation, 
Southern Airways, Texas International Air¬ 
lines and W r !en Air Alaska. 
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of the date of any Board order setting an 
application for hearing or other proceed¬ 
ings, or granting a motion to consolidate 
or contemporaneously consider the ap¬ 
plication in a proceeding. 

In adopting the present requirement 
for concurrent filing of the application 
and the environmental evaluation, we 
rejected an earlier suggestion by the peti¬ 
tioners that environmental data should 
be submitted in a hearing case only at 
the time of direct exhibits.’ We were con¬ 
cerned then, as we are now, that the sub¬ 
mission of the Information necessary to 
determine whether further environ¬ 
mental analysis is required be made early 
enough in the decisional process to avoid 
unconscionable delay in the event that an 
environmental impact statement—or a 
detailed environmental negative declara¬ 
tion—is believed necessary. We found the 
carriers* earlier proposal deficient in this 
regard since submission of the data at 
the direct exhibit stage would not assure 
the responsible official of sufficient time 
before the hearing to prepare an ade¬ 
quate analysis, thus forcing a delay of the 
proceedings. 

On the other hand, we believe that the 
carriers* current position points the way 
toward a reasonable compromise between 
the interests of avoiding needless regula¬ 
tory burdens, minimising delay in pro¬ 
ceedings. and assuring that the environ¬ 
mental information supplied will not be 
outdated. Clearly, the burden on appli¬ 
cants is alleviated by postponementof the 
filing date until after an application is 
set for hearing, and the information 
garnered is more likely to be realistic, up 
to date and useful to the responsible offi¬ 
cial. Further, we do not believe that the 
amended procedure established hereby 
will unduly delay most Board proceed¬ 
ings (albeit it must be recognized that 
some delay is inherent in any case subject 
to the full panoply of NEPA procedures), 
particularly since, as discussed below, 
applications receiving expedited treat¬ 
ment must continue to be accompanied 
by environmental evaluations. 

Certain applications subject to f 312.12 
(a) of the Board’s environmental regula¬ 
tions are customarily accorded expedited 
treatment, such as, for example, applica¬ 
tions for which motions for expwilted 
hearing, show cause procedures, or other 
expedited consideration are hied and 
most section 402 foreign air carrier per¬ 
mit applications. In such instances, the 
motion or application is usually accom¬ 
panied by a detailed evidentiary Justifi¬ 
cation. which facilitates expeditious 
treatment. The petitioners recognize the 
appropriateness of requiring the filing of 
an environmental evaluation along with 
a motion for expedited hearing, and a 
section 402 application (Petition at 4). 
Thus, we will retain the present contem¬ 
poraneous filing requirement for motions 
seeking expedited consideration tinclud- 


* Regulation PR -146 at 11. 
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ing show cause procedures) and section 
402 foreign air carrier applications.* 

Since the amendment pertains to rules 
of agency practice and procedure and In 
addition lightens or removes a burden 
already imposed by existing regulations, 
the Board finds that notice and public 
procedure hereon are not necessary, and 
that the amendment may be made ef¬ 
fective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Port 312 of the Procedural Regulations 
(14 CFR 312), effective December 19, 
1975. as follows: 

Revise paragraph <a) of 1312.12 to 
read as follows: 

§312.12 Filing of rm iroiimrntal cvnl* 
notion* l*y applicant*. 

(a) Except where a waiver or exemp¬ 
tion has been granted under 9 312.6, 
every person filing an application falling 
within the scope of 9 312.9(a)(1) shall 
flic an environmental evaluation, as pro¬ 
vided in subsection <c>, as specified 
below: 

<1) A motion by an air carrier ap¬ 
plicant for expedited hearing, for other 
expedited consideration, or for the In¬ 
stitution of show cause procedures with 
respect to an application, and applica¬ 
tions pursuant to Subpart M and Sub¬ 
part N of Part 302 of the Board s Proce¬ 
dural Regulations shall be accompanied 
by an environmental evaluation; 

(2) An application by a foreign air 
carrier for a permit pursuant to section 
402 of the Federal Aviation Act. 49 U.8.C. 
1372, shall be accompanied by an envi¬ 
ronmental evaluation: 

(3) In all other instances, the envi¬ 
ronmental evaluation shall be filed 
within 30 days alter the date of any 
Board order setting the application for 
hearing or other proceedings, or granting 
a motion to consolidate or contempora¬ 
neously consider the application in a pro¬ 
ceeding. unless the Board has provided 
otherwise; or 

(4) Upon order of the Board or a re¬ 
quest by the responsible official 

• • • • • 
(Section* 204 and 1001 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1968. a* amended. 72 8tat. 743 and 
788. 40 UJ3.C. 1324 and 1481; the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1009. 83 Stat. 
352 et seq., 42 US,C, 4321 et and Execu¬ 
tive Order 11614) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

Effective: December 19,1975. 

Adopted: December 19,1975. 

[seal! Edw in Z. Hoiaand. 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.76-34709 Filed 12-23-76.8:46 am) 


"Certain other application* also often re¬ 
ceive expedited treatment, such a* those filed 
pursuant to Subpart M and Subpart N of 
Part 302 of the Board's Procedural Regula¬ 
tion*. We will include such application* In 
the requirement for contemporaneous filing 
of environmental evaluations. 


Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket 89741 

PART 13 —PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC 

TICES. AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Lustine Chevrolet, Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: 5 13.10 Advertising falsely 
or misleadingly; 9 13.15 Business status 
advantages or connections: 13.15-270 
Size and extent; 13.15-280 Unique or 
special status or advantage; 9 13.135 
Nature of product or service: S 13.140 
Old, reclaimed or reused product being 
new; 9 13.155 Prices; 13.155-5 Addi- 
tional charges tinmen tinned; 9 13.205 
Scientific or other relevant facts. Sub¬ 
part—Corrective actions and/or require¬ 
ments: 9 13.533 Corrective actions and / 
or requirements; 13.533-20 Disclosures; 
13.533-25 Displays, in-house. Subpaii ^ 
Misrepresenting oneself and goods— 
Business status, advantages or connec¬ 
tions: 9 13.1555 Size, extent, or equip¬ 
ment; | 13.1570 Unique status or ad¬ 
vantages.—O o o d s: $ 13.1685 Nature 
§ 13.1695 Old. secondhand, reclaimed or 
reconstructed as new; 9 13.1740 Scien¬ 
tific or other relevant facts.— Prtcr 
I 13.1778 Additional costs unmen- 
tloncd. Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or 
deceptively, to make material disclosure: 
9 13.1870 Nature: 9 13.1880 Old. used 
or reclaimed as unused or new; 9 13.1882 
Prices: 13.1882-10 Additional prices 
unmentioned: 9 13.1895 Scientific or 
other relevant facts. Subpart — Offer t: ( 
unfair, improper and deceptive induce¬ 
ments to purchase or deal: f 13.2063 
Scientific or other relevant facts. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 UB.C. 46. Interpret 
or applies sec. 6, 38 8tat. 719. M amended: 
15 U.S.C. 46) 

In the Matter of Lustine Chevrolet. Inc 
a corporation . and Phillip Lustine 
and Burton Lustine , individually and 
as officers of said corporation 

Consent order requiring a Hyattsvlllt 
Md„ new and used car dealer, among 
other things to cease misrepresenting 
that any vehicle is new when it has been 
used in any manner other than the lim¬ 
ited use necessary in moving or road 
testing prior to delivery and to disclose, 
orally and in writing, specific informa¬ 
tion with respect to used motor vehicle*. 

The order to cease and desist, Includ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follow^: 1 

Ohder 

It is ordered . That respondents Lustine 
Chevrolet, Inc., a corporation, its succes¬ 
sors and assigns and its officers, and 
Phillip Lustine and Burton Lustine. indi¬ 
vidually and as officers of said corpora¬ 
tion. and respondents* agents, repre- 


1 Copies of the Complaint. Decision and 
Order, filed with the original document 
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vcntativea and employees directly or 
ih rough any corporation, subsidiary, di¬ 
vision or other device In connection with 
the advertising, offering for sale, sale or 
attribution, service and repair of new 
and used motor vehicles, or any other 
products or services, in or affecting com¬ 
merce, as ‘‘commerce** is defined In the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, as 
..mended, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: 

1. Representing, orally or in writing, 
directly, or by implication, that any vehi¬ 
cle is new when it has been used in any 
manner other than the limited use neces¬ 
sary in moving or road testing a new 
vehicle prior to delivery of such vehicle 
to the customer. 

2. Offering for sale or selling any vehi¬ 
cles of the current or previous model 
year, which has been used in any man¬ 
ner. other than the limited use referred 
to In paragraph 1.. above, without orally 
disclosing, prior to any sales presenta¬ 
tion the nature and extent of such pre¬ 
vious use of said vehicle. 

3. Advertising any vehicle of the cur¬ 
rent or the previous model year which 
has been used in any manner, other than 
the limited use referred to in paragraph 
1.. above, without clearly and conspicu¬ 
ously disclosing in any and all advertising 
thereof the nature of such previous use 
of said vehicle. 

4. Displaying, offering for sale or sell¬ 
ing any vehicle of the current or the 
previous model year which has been 
used in any manner, other than the 
limited use referred to in paragraph 1., 
above, without clearly and conspicuously 
disclosing by decal or sticker affixed to 
the inside of the side window containing 
the manufacturer s suggested retail price 
or "Monroney sticker", or If space is not 

v.kilable thereon. In close proximity 
thereto, so as to be clearly visible, the 
nature of such previous use of said vehi¬ 
cle. Said decal or sticker shall also con¬ 
tain the following statement: "FOR 
EXACT MILEAOE, SEE ODOMETER". 

5. Offering for sale or selling any motor 
vehicle of the current or the previous 
model year which has been used and 
which respondents have reason to believe 
has been damaged to the extent that it 
may adversely affect said motor vehicle’s 
performance and life expectancy and the 
repair and repainting of said motor vehi¬ 
cle may hide said damage, without: 

<a> Disclosing, both orally and In writ¬ 
ing. the manner in which the motor vehi¬ 
cle has been damaged and the nature of 
tit' damage sustained by the vehicle; and 

<b) Clearly and conspicuously disclos¬ 
ing by decal or sticker attached thereto, 

required by paragraph 4.. above, that 
the motor vehicle has been damaged. 

6. Misrepresenting, orally or in writ¬ 
ing, directly or by implication, Uve na¬ 
ture or extent of previous use or condi¬ 
tion of any vehicle displayed, offered for 
*aie or sold. 


7. Failing to disclose, both orally and 
in writing, prior to the signing of the 
completed retail order for a used motor 
vehicle, and in any and all advertising 
of such vehicles, the precise amount of 
handling and service charges which will 
be added to the cost of respondents* 
vised motor vehicles. 

8. Representing, orally or in writing, 
directly or by implication, that respond¬ 
ent Lustinc Chevrolet. Inc. is America's 
Largest Special Purchase Dealer, or us¬ 
ing words of similar import, unless it docs 
occupy such purchasing position, at the 
time aforesaid representation is made; 
misrepresenting, in any manner, the 
size, status, sales or purchasing position 
of respondents’ dealership. 

It is further ordered: 

(a) That respondents shall forthwith 
distribute a copy of this order to each of 
their operating divisions; 

(b) That respondents deliver a copy of 
this order to cease and desist to all pres¬ 
ent and future personnel engaged in the 
offering for sale, or sale, of any motor 
vehicle, and In the consummation of any 
extension of consumer credit or in any 
aspect of preparation, creation, or plac¬ 
ing of advertising, and that respondents 
secure a signed statement acknowledg¬ 
ing receipt of said order from each such 
person; 

(c> That respondents notify the Com¬ 
mission at least thirty <3C) days prior 
to any proposed change in the corporate 
respondent such as dissolution, assign¬ 
ment or sale resulting in the emergence 
of a successor corporation, the creation 
or dissolution of subsidiaries or any other 
change in the corporation which may af¬ 
fect compliance obligations arising out 
of the order; 

(d> That respondents post In a prom¬ 
inent place In each salesroom or other 
area wherein respondents sell motor ve¬ 
hicles or other products or services, a 
copy of this cease and desist order, with 
the notice that any customer or prospec¬ 
tive customer may receive a copy on de¬ 
mand; and 

(e) That the individual respondents 
named herein promptly notify the Com¬ 
mission of the discontinuance of their 
present business or employment and of 
their affiliation with a new business or 
employment. Such notice shall include 
respondents’ current business address 
and a statement as to the nature of the 
business or employment In which they 
are engaged as well as a description of 
their duties and responsibilities; and 

<f) That the respondents herein shall, 
within sixty (60) days after service upon 
them of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion a report, in writing, setting forth In 
detail the manner and form In which 
they have complied with this order. 

The Decision and Order was issued by 
the Commission Nov. 25.1975. 

Virginia M. Harding, 
Acting Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-34687 Filed 12-23-76:8:46 am) 


Title 24—Housing and Urban 
Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SU8 CHAPTER B —NATIONAL FLOOD 
INSURANCE PROGRAM 

[Docket No. FI 813) 

PART 1915— IDENTIFICATION OF 
SPECIAL HAZARD AREAS 

List of Communities With Special Hazard 
Areas 

The purpose of this notice is the 
Identification of communities with areas 
of special flood or mudslide or erosion 
hazards in accordance with Part 1915 of 
Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions as authorized by the National 
Flood Insurance Program (42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128). The identification of such 
areas Is to provide guidance so that 
communities may adopt appropriate 
flood plain management measures to 
minimize damage caused by flood losses 
and to guide future construction, where 
practicable, aw^ay from locations which 
are threatened by flood hazards. 

The Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 requires the purchase of flood in¬ 
surance on and after March 2. 1974, os 
a condition of receiving any form of 
Federal or Federally related financial 
assistance for acquisition or construc¬ 
tion purposes in an Identified flood plain 
area having special flood hazards that is 
located within any community partic¬ 
ipating in the National Flood Insurance 
Program. 

One year after the identification of 
the community as flood prone, the re¬ 
quirement applies to all Identified special 
flood hazard areas within the United 
States, so that, after that date, no such 
financial assistance can legally be pro¬ 
vided for acquisition and construction in 
these areas unless the community has 
entered the program. The prohibition, 
however, docs not apply to loans by a 
Federally regulated. Insured, supervised 
or approved bank prior to January 1. 
1976, to finance the acquisition of a 
previously occupied residential dwelling. 

The effective date of identification 
shall be 30 days after the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register, or the 
date which appears in this notice, 
whichever is later. 

This 30 day period does not supersede 
the statutory requirement that a com¬ 
munity. whether or not participating in 
the program, be given the opportunity 
for a period of six months to establish 
that it Is not seriously flood prone or that 
such flood hazards as may have existed 
have been corrected by floodworka or 
other flood control methods. The six 
months period shall be considered to 
begin 30 days after the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register or the 
effective date of the Flood Hazard 
Boundary Map. whichever Is later. 
Similarly, the one year period a com- 
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munity has to enter the program under 
Section 201 (d) of the Flood Disaster Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1973 shall be con¬ 
sidered to begin 30 days after publication 
in the Federal Register or the effective 
date of the Flood Hazard Boundary Map, 
whichever is later. 


Where several dates appear In the 
column set forth below marked Elective 
Date of Identification, the first date is 
the date of initial Identification, and all 
other dates represent modification by ad¬ 
ditions or deletions to identified areas 
with special hazards. 


Accordingly. $ 1915.3 is amended by 
adding in alphabetical sequence a next 
entry to ‘die table, which entry reads a 
follows: 

§ 1915.3 Uftt of commitnitira with »pr. 
rial hazard arm. 


SlaU County Locution Map No. Sut* map repository 


Local map repository 


Effective dar. 
OfidoctHVa'I-, 
of arras which 
ham special 
1 Katun 


Arison*.Gro*iili*r..— 


Dtmc&u, town of. - II oionjAA ot 
Uirouib 
H OtOQMA OS 


Town Clerk, Town IImil, Ptnwan, 

ArU. &W34. 


Do - 

Do..... 

Do.......... Pima.. 


Maricopa..Purpw, town of.. II 04M68A 01- 


Arl tons Futa latr.d Department, 

1824 West Adam*. Boom 40), 

Phoenix. Aril. HfKWff. 

Art twuk Department of Insuranae, 
lan Wot Irffnwiu, Pboenii, Arls. 

&3P07. 

.do....... Mayor. Town Hall, t»H Santa F« 


Sept. 11. let 

ZHMTpft. 


n 040067A 01 .do... 


Arkoiuusu. 


. Jackson..... 


Yoanflwwn, 
town of, 

. Tucsoo, dty of.... n 04iXT70A 01 
through 
TI oiotcr.A SI 
. I Urns, town of-- H OMlIOOA 01 


Do........ 

Do. 

California_ 


Mississippi.Reiser, dty of. .. D 060146A 01. 

Scbaatlan_Iloeketi, dty of... n C601«A «L. 


layor. Town Hall, 12B04 
Dr., Surprise Arts. SAftttu 

.. Mayor, Town ilaU. IXBt CtubhaOM 

teiaare. Yoanftnwn. Arts. ASMS. 

L ... .*.City Engineer, City Halt P.O. Hat 

6647. TMBOH, Arif. 8570ft 

. DlvWon of Sell and Walar Resources, Mayor, Town Uall, Dial, Ark. 7A>U.. 
State Department of Commerce. 

P.I3D West Capitol Asa., Little liodr. 

Arte. 72301. 

Arkansas tnluranoe Doiurtinent, 400 
University Tower HMp, Little 

Kock, Ark. 7220*. .. . . __ t L 

..da.....Mayor, City nail, Kdwr, Afk. 72J5L. 


Humboldt.... Areata, dty of ... II OOlWHA 01 

through 
11 0Q0Q6IA 06 


Do..Imperial....... 

Da..Los Angeles... 


Da............. ..do. .......... • 

Do..do. 

Do*.do. 

Do....RWwddr.... 

Do... Pan Lois Obispo.. 

Dd.Fan Mateo. 

Do-.Fonts CUra.— 

Do_Tulare. 

Do.. Contra Coda- 

Do.do.----- 

Do...ft 

Florida.OnuiRc. 


lloltvlllf, city of.. 
Gardena, dty of... 

Pfoo Rivera, dly 
of. 

Roannrod. rlty of. 
Torrance, city of.- 


Department of Water Resources, 
I'.O. Ikix SSR, Facnunento, Calif. 

California ItMtranoo Department, 
I«4J7 Market BL. San Vnuiclsco. 
c.ij.f. wwa. 

('rvlifc*riiia Ifwursnos Deportment, 

if*> South Cmm oU l Mtl Are., 

Los Angelas, Calif. WUi. 

II MOCfTOA 01..do...... 


Mayor, City Hall, Horkett. Ark, 7207. 

Finance Director/City Clark, Cfly 
Hall, 7» F SI., Areata, CaUf. 96A2I. 


June 39, 197; 
Dec. ftJTT 
Dec. 3,W78. 
IX*. 6, M7ft. 
Aug. 2, 1974. 
Dec. 5.1075 

Moz. S, 1971 
Dec.Mwr. 


May 17, IWt. 
I**.8. IV7* 
ocl is, wrt 
IXoo. ft, 197'; 

Jane 1974. 
Dec. 6,1075. 


owe, City nail, noltvtth*. Apr 16. VtU 


Indian Wells, 
dty of. 

M<*to Bay, city 
of. 

rociflca, dly of.,. 


Sunuyrale, dty 
of. 

Porterville, dty 
of. 

F.1 Cerriio, dty 
of. 

Lafaydte, dty of- 

Mill brae, dty of... 

Unincorporated 


II OOOU9A 01 
through 
1! ooomA 08 
11 0001W A 01 
ihrtftlfth 
II uWMHA 08 
II OflOlUA Ql 
tHroush 
II OOOLWA ca 
II 06018AA at 
t brooch 
11 OOOl&A 07 
M OOOJ5MA 01 
through 
II OMZHA rd 
11 06007 A W 
through 
n OM8U7A 04 
II ««23A VI 
through 
II 0*023 A 08 
H 0008&2A til 
through 
II 0dm 'A tt> 
11 000407 A til 
through 
n 000407 A « 
11 QUOTA til 
llirourh 
II 065OTA « 
II 005087 A 01 
through 
H QUOTA OH 
H 0ftflO44A M 
through 
H O06M3A 04 
II 120479 01 
through 
U 120170 82 


_do..- 

a«.. . do - . •a..•.• 

.....do. ........4.• ■ 


-‘WL, 

.Mayor. City Halt 1TU0 Wciat HKM St., 

GartUo, CaUf. WW7. 

.Mayor, City Hall. MI6 P«won* Blvd. 

Pico r 


i III veto, Calif. MJG6Q, 

_City Martsyer. Kmsi Vsttey Blvd.. 

Kaff-uwid, CsliL 01770. 

.City Knrfneer. City Hall. 8081 Tr»r- 

ronco Bird., Torrance, t^allf. titiWL 

_do.CHy Managfr. 46^ ») Chib Dr., ImlUn 

Wclh. Call!. 0?26tii 

.do.........Majror, City Jlall, m Ilabar 8t., 


.do.- 


-do. 


> Bay. Calif. 3*442. 

_ B CUy naU, 170 

Pacifica, Calif. >4041. 

Mty nail, 4 

Sunny vale. Calif. v»4«A 


July W, IWt. 
Dec. 5, IW5. 

June 28, VCi 

Dec. 6, W7.V 

Jttne2MV7« 

J>cc. h W3. 

Any. 2, twt. 

Dee. 5,1973 

June 28,1974. 

Deo. 5, U47.V 

May 81,1974 

Ih*. X, IV75 


..Mayor. Clt£ HuU. 170 ftsnls Maris, 


June 2S, 1W4. 
Dec. \l«5 

Dec. 8, IV75. 


..Mayor. City Hall. F/t North Main Apr. JEWD 

St, Portae vtllr. C l aUf. «267. D«. 5.1775. 


do......Mayor, City flail I(RI0 Son Pablo 

Avo,, El Cerrito, CaUf. >4630. 

..._•..Mayor. CUy Hall, V75 Oakland St., 

LafayotU? Calif. >464ti. 

.. .Mayor. City Hall, Wt Mosnolla Are., 

Mi 11 hr; ~ ““ 


...do.. 


Departinent of Comraunlty Aflntn, 
2671 Eiwrutlu* Center Circle Kwt, 
llaward Bldg., TalUhsAioo, Fla. 
82301. 

State of Florida lusaranoa Depart¬ 
ment. Treaounr‘9 OHke, Tlie Ca|rf- 
tol, TaUahaasee, FU. 82304. 


roe, CmllL 

Dlrretor of Plannlnf , Orange Count 
Ptannluft l4o«rd, P.O. lUn 13SL< 
Orlauda, FU. 82^01. 


Jane 29.1074. 

Da.V^ 

July 2ft. DTI 

Dec* 8.1R73. 

July 1ft 1074. 

IXc. y 1975 

Jan. P7,107* 
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suit 


County 


SU|» No. 


Stole mop repository 


Local map repository 


K(Iac11v» date 
of authortrelkm 
of safe of Hood 
IttHiranc* 
fur area 


Idaho. 



Priest River, 
dty oL 


H 1800* A 01. 


Minds.— 


Do.Iroquois. 

Do... Btephetuou. 


Cbaffis, dty of.... II lfiOCi53A 01.. 

Worley, dty of.... H 16008SA 01.. 

Victor, dty of_n 160H9A 01.. 

Calumet, dty of... n ITOBTiA 01 
through 
11 I7Q072A 00 


, Department of Water Administration. 
State House, Annex 2, Boise, Idaho 
8X707. 

Idaho Department of Insurance. 
Room 208, Htalrhouae. Oobe. Idaho 

tmr. 

►_..do... 


Mayor. City HaO^ 16 High 81.. Priest June »,1V74. 


, Idaho 8XWA 


Dee. A, W7A 


Do.......... TaxaveQ.... 

Do_™ Williamson*. 


Aihkum. H 17<i*7A at. 

village of. 

renrtCIty, n I706CA 01 . 

village o L 

Delavan. dty of... 11 17064W ot_ 

nerrin, dty of..... H 17UH7A 01_ 


Governor** Task Force on Flood Con¬ 
trol. 300 North Stole St., P.«». Box 
475, Room 1010. Chicago, III. naeio. 
Illinois Insurance Department. 525 
West Jeflsrscm St., B print held, W. 

tam 

.....do..................... 


Mayor, City Hall, P.0. Box 587, Chal- Juno », 1074. 
Ht, Idaho KX22L 

Major, OtgHaP,P.O. Box7, Worley, BepC A11174. 
Mayor)City Hall, Vidor. Idaho88455 

Dec. I, 1975. 

Mayor, 304 Pulaski Bd., Cain rad Apr. 5^ 1974. 
City, I1L 00100 , Doc. i, 197A 


Village President, Aslikum, HL«*>*ll. _ June 7.1/74. 

I He. 5, IV75. 

Village Pnddent, IVart City, QL May X, 1974. 
6lt162. _ Dae. S, 1975. 


Mayor. 712 Chestnut 
IU. 817X4. 

Mayor, City nail, Ilerrtn. 01.03018... 


Dale van. May 34, 1*74. 


Indian*... St. Joseph... 


ink. 

Iowa..... 


__Wayne. 

.... Frwnoat.... 


II I70717A rtl 
Osceola, town of.. II 189326A Ot 


Richmond, dty of. 11 t«X2H7A 01 
through 
n lwi<?A 07 
Hamburg. dty of.. 11 itwu»\ oi 


Feb. 11,1074. 
Dec. 1,1971. 


Do..Guthrie.. 

Do..—Una. . 

Do_Mills__ 

Do.. Webster. 

.... Harvey.. 


... Guthrie Center, U D01X5A 01.. 
dty of. 

_Fairfax, dty of.... H PAHOOA 01.. 

... OJenwood, city of- H 1WWA 01... 
... Harooort, dty of.. U 19UM0A 01.. 
... Newton, dty of H 200IXSA 01 


IN vision of Water, Department of 
Natural Reeourore, 804 State Office 
Bldg., Indianapolis, In i. 46A)I. 
Indiana Insunuvoe Deportment, 509 
State Office Bldg., Indianapolis, 

do. 


luva Natural Rei lUrcoi Council, 
Januo W. Grimm B1 U , Dos Mduea, 
Iowa .vnto. 

Iowa Insurance Dopurtmeut, Luca* 
State Oflioo Bldg., CHS Muin*e, 
Iowa 50919. 


Pratdcnt, Box 185, Owwda. Ind. RLMl. Dee. 17.1971. 

Dec. 5.1ST A 


ICmr, City 


Hull, lUrhuiond, lud. 


City Clerk and Zoning Administrator, 


Do.. 

Do... 


... Morton.. 

... Reno.... 


Do-- Republic.... 

Kentucky.Barren. 


II JttllMA <H 


. Elkhart, dty of... II UunSBA 01 

Hotehlneon, H JHttOA 01 

dty oL througn 

II AXrjfOA 0H 
Scandia, dty of... H 2UIttdA fl. 

Glasgow, dty of... n 210097A 01 
through 
II jiowjta or. 


Division of Water Resources. Kansas 
Department of Agriculture, I7M 
South Topeka Ave., Topeka. Know. 
MAIL 

Kansas Insurance Department, 1st 
Floor, Slatrhoose, Topeka, Kan* 

mix 


.do.. 


Clly< 

liambiug, Iowa MftftA 


Clerk, City IUU, Guthrie Outer, 
Iowa 50115. 

Magor^ City Hal), Falrfhx, Iowa 

M 5uS( ****** Iowm 

. Mayor, City Hall, Horoourt. Iowa 

iayor. City Hal. 131 Fast 7th Bf„ 
NeWtUU, Ktuu. 671)4. 


May 10. 1974. 
Dec. 5,1971. 

June 14.1974. 
Doe. 1, 1975. 


May 17.1974. 
Doc. S, 1975. 
May X, 1974. 
Dee. A 1975. 
Juno 2A 1974 
Dec. 5, 1971. 
Dec. 8, 1974. 

Feb. I. 1971. 
Dec. 8, W7A 


Division of Walor. Kentucky Depart- 
ment of Natural Resources. Capitol 
Plata Office Tower, Frankfort, Ky. 


Mayor, CUy Hall, 438 Morton, Elk- 

Kart gam itoAOl 

Mayor*, City Hall, 121 F.ed Ave., P.O. 
Box 1567, Hutchinson, Kata. 67501. 

Mayor, Cltj Office Bldg.. Maiu SU, 


Mayor, Glasgow. Ky. 42141 


May 24,1974. 
l>ee. A 1971. 
Jane 28, 1974. 
Dec. A 1975. 

May 10.1974. 
Deo. A 1975. 
May 24. 1974. 
Dec. A IV7A 


Louldana... 


Concordia... 


Ridgecrest, town U ZJifiAA 01 

of. 


Do... 8t. Landry... 

Do..... Bl MarUn_ 

Do- ~ Tangipahoa... 


Do..West Baton 

. . Rouge. 

Maryland.. Carolina and 

Dorchester. 


Grand Coteau, 
town ot 

Parks, village of.. 

Krntwood, 
town of. 

Port Alien, 
dty ot 

FederaBtyurg. 
town oL 


11 ZitiltbA ot 
thresagh 
n 23t»ld)A « 
H 23OI0OA 01 , 

II 23U210A 01 
through 
n 23IU10A 02 
U 23U42A 01.. 

H 34«0!J 


Kentucky Insunutoe Department, 
Old Capitol Annex, Frankfort. Ky. 

Kigol, 

State Department of Public Works, 
P.O. Box 44I5&, Caiiilol Station, 
Hat oil Rouge. La. 7CUUI. 

Louisiana Insurant* Commfadkm, 
Box 44214, (’apilol Station, Baton 
Rouge, La. 7U804. 


Mayor. Toam Hall, Uhlgecriwt, La. May 24. 197A 
7im Dec. A tWA 


do....— 
tin. 


Mayor, Town Uall, Giand Cdeau, 
La. 70511. 

Mayor, MUage Ilall. Parks Rural 
Station. Hi. Marunv.il*, La. 70M43. 
Mayor, Towu Hall, Kentwood, La. 


iNx... Somerset.. 

^fWhfgiUl i_ Brrrlun... 


Princess Anue, 
town of. 

Lincoln, town¬ 
ship ot 


H 240U63A 01. 


Department of Natural Resources, 
Water KosoOrree LhviUoo. Huie 
Office Bldg., Annapolis, Md. 21401. 
Maryland Insurance Department, Xil 
W.wt Preston Ht., Baltiioor<*, Md. 

xtxn. 

.... .do..... 


Mayor, CUy IlaQ, Purl Allen, La. 

Mayor. Htk South Main He., FoWah- 
bury, Md. 2I63X 


IHc. 7.197X. 
lHc. A 15*75. 

Jan. 2X. 1974. 
Dee. 1,197A 
Nov. 2.197K 
Dec. 1,197A 

June 2A 1974. 

Jan. >», ItCA 


U 260(07 A OI 
through 
II J0UO7 A fif» 


Water Reaourrea Commladou, Bu¬ 
reau of Water Management, Hu tens 
T. Mason Bhlg.. Iwenslng, MJch. 


Pntddrnt Town t'onunisduner, June Id. 1974. 
Towu Office, priucraA Anna, Md. Dec. A 197k 
21851. 

Township Hiipervtsurs. Township of July 28,197A 
Lincoln. P.O. Drawer 1^ Mavews- Dec. A 197A 
vlllr, Mich. 49127. 


Michigan losurano* Bureau. Ill 
North Hoemcr Ht., Lanafng. Mich. 
889IK 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


euw 


County 


Map Na 


Mato map repository 


Local mop rvpoiitory 


Effective date 
of Identification 
of area* whtr.h 
hare apodal 
fll 1 bai&M* 


Do.. 

Do-. 


Tlnroo. 


Barber Bvacfc, 

diy of. 

. Fere Marqoette, 
township o L 


B 366671) «_ 


..do~ 


Do-Borow. 

Mlnimotar——. Cao.. • 


B 380*2 08 

n 260818 01_ 


... Tori Austin, 

Tlllflf 1 * Ot, 

_rojttCCT, city of.— n room <n. 


It SuftiA 01 
through 
n ruiLftA os 

Pipaston*_- n«fUwl,dtyaf... H ro>66AOI... 

Ckf.. Mrt-hy.dtyof.... U 2J00MA OJ- 


Do....Crow Wtnf.--Nlarwa. dly of. 

Mlieour!—. 

Do.... 

Do.... 


Mayor, 149 North First St., Harbor Jan. 3* 1979, 
Beach, Midi 4*441. 

, Towns In Supervisor. Township of Do. 

Pere Marquette. Route 1, Luditif- 
ton. Mich 4SHS1. „ ^ 

... fa_.__ Village 1‘reauMnl, 17 West Stale 8 l. Dow 

Port Austin. Mich 4M37. 

Division of Water*. Rotia, and Minwah. Mayor, VUUgo UaU, Bui 94, PklV**r, July », 1774. 
Depart mem of Natural Rreourorri. Minn. 50471, 

Centennial Olflca Bldff^ Bt. Paul, 

Minn. 55101. 

Minnesota Division of Insurance, R- 
710 Stale Oihoc bid* , St. Paul, 

Minn. 56101. 

” __Mayor, Clly Ball, Nlwwa, Mluii- 


“3& 

... Mayor, Holland, Minn. M19>... 


A08. 2,1974. 
Dec, 5,1975. 

A Off. 19 1*74. 
I*e. ft, Rr;5 
Oct. 11, 1971 

Dec. a, lira. 


Do.. 


Do_ 

Do-.... 


Crawfbrd... Bourbon, aKy of.. 

Dunklin.. Renath, city of.... 

, Franklin.— ft. Cl ilr, town of. 

. Howell. .Willow Spring*. 

city of. 

Jackson..Idea’s Summit. 

oily of- 

_WW*. sQkgu «C- 

.CahDrnta. city af. 


B BWIlftA 91 
through 
H 2U0IIIA 03 
U 29013IA 01 
through 
II ISJOISIA 03 
IK 29U135A 01 
through 
II WH55A CO 
11 2181107 A 04 


n 2X1107 A 0) 

li 3UOI74A 01 


Do.-. 

Do-... 


New too.— fiewee, dly of.—. 

. JR. CUarVe.Wentavttl*, ally of. 

, fit. LcroBu.Haaelwood, 

dty oL 

..Uhno, oily ot.—. 


Dow_Stoddard.. 


city of. 

liberty.—... CVotar, town of.. 


II AXH74A 15 
11 3K&12A U! 

II 3XE3SA U1 
through 
n 2WU3KA ce 
U 2UQUOOA 01 
through 

n zxSja oit 

U 2XCDA Of 

throuch 

n zxa&A oi 

li 390857 A 01 
through 
B 3808&7A 08 
II 2XX11A 01 
through 
B 2904UA 03 
U 2K>423A 01 
through 
11 2WJ1A 08 
11 adOOtlA 01. 


Deportment of Natural Rmourcaa, Mover, VUkgp flail, Main BL, Mcaby. 

Division of Program and Pulley Mu. 0WTX 
Development, State or Mhaoori, 

»** P.iwt High 8U, Jafferson, Mo. 

8ft tOL 

DIvMon of luaurauor. P.O. Box 600, 

Jefferson City. Mo. ftiOL Uaygr. City Ball, Bourbon, Mo.65441. May 24. W« 

Dec. 5, 197 

Mayor, City HaH, Senalh, Mo. 63S76.. J&W * D7i 

Pec. 5,1075. 

^^XX*"****- &.INS 4 

City Hall, Willow 8ptaft May 24, 1*74. 

“■ Dec. \ 1975. 

.Mayor. Oty Hall. 230 South Main St-, Jana 21. Mi 

Lm'i Summit, Mo. 51061. Dec. 6, W7f>. 

..Kxrcutlr* Director, Village Hall, Nov. 2J. IJCi 

HBn, Mo. 68JT7. I>oe- ft. 1V73, 

..Mayor, City Hall, 10! North High St., Apr. 5. lj£*. 

CSSfonila, Mo. fcftft. Dec. ft, 1M&. 


■sews 


.do---- 

... •.ito_... . . ...•■••.••...< 


Ma; 


nyor. Ofy 

bcuocu. Mo- 


Hull, P.O. Box 


. 


«ft. Mar. 33, 1974 
Dec. 0*79 


Box 80S, Apr. 13,1971 

Wentxvlilp, Mo. 


.—do.. 


—...do. 


.Mayor, CUy Hall, Tllran, Mo. 6J754_. 


Do. 

Da.. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do...... 

Do.- 


Madison..Twin Bridge*, U JWRit 61.. 

town of. 

Philllpa. .Malta, city of.B 8808HA. 01.. 

Ponder*....Conrad, city ot— B IOOC57A 

Richland.Sidney, dty oC— U WWSA 01 

. WlUauu..WUhani, town of- 

ii scom a 02 

_C«*cada, town of.. H W)UI7A 01. 


Mayor, City Hall, 9140 PanhaO R4-. Jan 1.1974 
IlJixeiwuod. Mo. 8AH2. Dec. 5,17T.» 

May 8,1774 
Doc. 5, 1*75. 

MavHjr. CUy IlaU. BkxnuJkUl, Mo. D^C, 21,1971 
liSft. Dec. ft, 1*75 

Montana Deportment of Natural tU- Mayor. City Ball, Chester, 
fourcea and Conservation. Water 69521 
Manure* LHvideo. 8J South Ewing 
SC. Helena. MonL V»jl 
Montana lrxsamnca Department, 

-aa jg. ™ «• »!£ 

„.*>___— M ‘ l: » Bn * d - SH l: wt 

..M«y«. City lun. Com**. Mont SM». Juw t |*j‘ 

Maj-or. City naU, Sidney. Mont 5W70. May 24.^1 

Mayor. Town nail, Wilbom. Mont July 76,1'^» 
MBftl 


MooL May 10,1*74 
Dew. ft. l*7> 


da 


.do.. 


Attorney hr the town* of Caacade, F«b. 14, i/ *» 
Cure, Bomr and Lynch. 2XJ Plrtt 
National Bank BMg„ P.O. Box 
2108, Ureal Pails, Mout. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 




County 


Local Win 


Alap No. 


8Utc mai» t+\+u llury 


Locul itmp fri^wlKirj' 


KflocUve ilnto 
oi Mithntlratwm 
of ml* of fL«xl 


Nebraska- 


of. 


I . 

1>0...do. 

Vo. ..Dodge 

I*>-... 


do....Vnkm, village of.. 


no.—^ JMth.. 

I>«_ r Knot.. 

d© .ruetp*. 


Do_...... Pierce.. 

no.......... p l ot to ... 

Now Mexico-Omni.. 


Now York.Jufler»o«- 


. Ktniain. viUa^o 

of. 

. Overton, villa*® 

of. 

. Nlekcmm, villa** 

of. 

. Blue Spring*, 
V»Um:r Of. 

. Tectunseta. city of. 

. Urn Jr, vlUafr of.. 

. VrnUgrv. village 

of. 

. ItoUirege, dty of. 

. Mart*, dty of...., 

Llndaar. vUUpo 

of. 

Bajranl, village 


• 

• 

U SttXOl A 01 

Nebraska 
mbalon, 
Lincoln, 
Nebraska 
133.% L Hi 

, 1! SKMittA m 

_do. 

H SIOCT IA m .. 


n 3IOOMA 


11 M0070A 01.. 

_ ih. 

H SlQ0tr?A Ot 
through 

H 3100U2A 02 

_ 

U 310127 A 01 

do 

Uirough 
n 1101*27 A 03 


H 31uU>A 01.. 

-- do.... 

II SI 0133A 0! 


U 310178 A 01 
throtuh 

11 3I0I73A (4 

... do...^ 

It 310174A 0L.. 

»»»•>■ .do... - •. 

11 910177 A 01.., 

..do. 

H SSOJ19A OT... 

ii ii trial Bl 

*7*01. 


Natural Hiwouim Com* 
Terminal BMg.,?th Vloar, 
Nolo. te&Ww 

! <rt>ortin^tir. 


Chairman. YUWr Hall. Uuinflll 1 . May 10. BC4. 
ftebt.mm. i **. k wrx 


_ Chairman.Village Hull. tTnfcm, Nd*. t*«. IV PCI. 

iM.im 

Nov. H, 1*74. 
Deo.{V.ltf7». 
June 14. 19T4. 

Die. s. lur.v 

Jau- 23. 1974. 

Ism. t>. 1074. 
Doe. 5. 107A. 

Jan 20,1074. 
Deo. 4.1U7&. 

Mayor, Village U»U. Bndr. Ktfar. May 24.1074. 
00177. 

Chairman. Village UlO, VctxMkt*. 

Nebr. «fcT*S. 

. Mayor, City Hall, UoWnv, Net*. 


. Chairman, \Hhp> flail, Fomam, 
NDrr moai. 

Chairman. VlUap* If all, Overtoil, 
Nrhr. ttc*3. 

. Chairman, Villas ITaU. Nlrlrrwiti. 
%cl>f. 

, Mayor, Village Mali, Him* Hprltio, 
Nrhr. CKItM 

. Mayia. Oty Halt. ThtunMt, Nebc. 


. May or, CUy Hall, Ptatoe, Nebr. 4fcC67. 

. Mayor, VUto«* HaU, Und»y. Nebr. 

Mayor, Ho* 4ft. Village Hah, Bayard, 
N. Mrt »W2ft. 


Iona », 1074. 
Dec. 5.107.4. 
Jana 7,1974. 
Dec. ft, 197ft. 

Apr. 5,1974. 
IK*. 4.1974. 
Nor. It, 1074, 
Doe. 5,197ft. 
An if. 30. 1971. 
Dee. \ 497ft* 


Champion. town II K)i&*n ot 

of. tfuronjfh 

8 >XB7SB 13 



D©~........ *ayne. 

Do.. Orleans..._ 

L**).......... Ulater— 

D«.hebohorte.._ 

OMo. . Belmont. 


Do 

Do. Hamilton.. 


llotuuikld, town 

oL 

Alexandria. town 
of. 

Philadelphia, 
village©!. 
Thermo, village 
of. 

Scottavllle. 

village of. 
Chester, loan of.. 


, Palmyra, town of. 

. Barre, Imru of..., 

. New Paid. 
TlllBfDt 
CohleaklU, 
town oL 

0L ClalravfHo, 
village of. 


H *x*46 at 
through 
H 040040 (*» 

II M0326A 01 
through 

n soaytoA (» 

H S6&4KA 01.. 

II «8'.2A 01 

H 36M34A 01 . 

. n 30re?«A 01 
through 
H 900S7UA 07 
U 3*0974.4 01 
I broach 
n WOW74A 04 
11 KI233A 01 
through 
H 36124.1 \ 07 
U 361.144 A 01.. 

H M1572A m 
tlitoairh 
n M1473A 04 
U V01O2A <«.. 


New Mtttlro 1 Apartment of Insur¬ 
ance, P.O. Bo* 1260, Santa Vo, 
S. Mr*. #750L 

N«w York State Department of Rn- 
iiiimmeitlAlConart vution, DtrUlon 
r»f lb>* «urtvw ,\Una;*mm»t Servtoo*, 
Bureau of Wain* Manajeoment. 
Albany, N.Y. 12201. 

New York 0tnu» Inaaranoa Depart- 
moot, 2 World Trade Outer, Now 
York, N.Y. 10047. 


Town Supervisor. Town of Chum. May 3t. I>71. 
iHfMi, 9174 Itnui 1 Sf„ « *uhu**f. Feb. 7, 1074. 
N.Y. Mir 


.do.. 




Town SatvTviaor T«»wn *»l Huune. Ian. SO. t'JTft, 
fWL-1, itur.it Delivery, Packet* 

Harbor, N.Y. ISOuft. 

Town Suptrvter. Town of Atraan- 
ilrtn. Town Hull, Alexandria Bay, 

N.Y, 13*407. 

Ma^roe, *A^ Hand 01, PlilteMpbh, 

Mayor* Wr Mill 0t., Tharmo. N.Y. 

Mayor'. Village Bldg.. Main Kt„ Srutta* 
vllk, N.Y.14A40. 

Town Srjpicrlauc. Trjwn RlO, 23 
Main St., Chester, N.Y. MIS. 


May M, 1974. 
Deo. ft, 1974. 

May 17. 1974. 
Doc. ft, 1117ft. 
May 10. 1974. 
Dec. ft. 1974. 
Mar. iL 1974. 
Dec. ft, 197ft. 
Apr. 12, 1974. 
Dee. ft, 1974. 

Apr. ft, 1974. 
Dee. ft, 1974. 


__da^ 

.do... 


Town SuiirnrKw, Bear IIU1 Dr., 

Pahu>ra, N.Y. 14AZ2- 

Town 
A9«t oak < 

Ig/A, 

Mayor. Milage of New PaB*. 25 Cal* Jan. M, 1975. 

attektU KU„ New loll*, N.Y. I2MI. 

Town Buiwrvl*ir. P.O. Bo* 457, Dec. 26, 1974. 
Cobfeun. N.Y. 1300. 


Suprtvlaar, Town of Barfo, Qci. 25, 
oak orchard Kd., aim, N.Y. lift, ft, 1 


1974. 

197ft* 


Highland H S90I10A 01 

Height*, dty 0 L through 

II 390I10A 03 
ArUnstoa H >.<U»7A 01. 

Height*, viNoga 
of. 


Olvlri Defautment of Natural Re 
murnc*. Flood Insurance Coot. 
BW«., Fountain Hquara. ( 'olumhw, 
Ohio 0334. 

Ohio Drpartmrnt of Insurance, 447 
Fast Itroad Hi., (of urn bos, Ohio 

ana, 

•....da—...—.. 


Mayor. Mun. BWg,, Hi. ClalrnrlUr, lime 7,1974. 
Ohio 4XMB, 


Mayor, fcC'7 IBghtand Kd.. llUUIaml July 2ft, 1975. 
Height*, Ohio 44119. Dee. ft, 1974. 


.* .do. ■, 


Mavor. Box UIIA, AfHni inn IMght*, 
Ohio 4*0*11. 


Vfh. I. 1974. 
Ihx. ft, 1978. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Kifraiv* 
of iuJtJtor1rju.il u 

Slat* Comity Location Map No. 0lal* wap repository Local map rei>octtary of sale of Oo»m1 

InmiuryN 

for area 


Oklahoma.. 


Adolf. 


WartvIlk, town of. H 400008A 01. 


Do.. 


Do.. 

Do.. 


_Blaine.Okccn*. town of.. II 40D016A 01 

through 
n 4000I5A <0 
Hydro, town of... 11 40UU24A 01. 


Caddo. 

_Castor.__Weatherford, city If MOOdA 01 

of. through 

II 400&56A 04 

_Ottawa.Miami, dty of— II 4001WA 01 

■ ♦ _ through 

n 40)13? A 04 
II 40U1CA 04 .. 


. Oklahoma Water Resoorom Board, 
SMI Northwest loth tit-. Oklahoma 
nty. Ok la. 73112. 

Oklahoma Insurance Department. 
Komi 405, WIU It open Memorial 
Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla. 731 OS* 


.....do................................. 


PoMee Department. Town Hall, West- Oct. 1A. 1 >j 74. 
silk, Okla. 74065. 


...do.., 


.. M Pawnee..Cleveland, city of. 

Do...—. Pittsburg.Quinton, town of- 


U 4O0172A 01 
through 
II 40O17JA GO 

Pontotoc.Byny, town of—. U 400175A 01 

throcurb 
H 400175A 02 
H VM221A W.. 


.do.- 
.do.. 

.do.. 


r red dent of the Board, P.O. Drawer 
y. Town Hall, Okrrn*. Okla 7330. 

May£. Town Hall, Hydro. Okla 

Mayor, City Hall, P.O. S«, Weather¬ 
ford, Okla 730*. 

City Admtokimtor, P.O. Bov 300,120 
6th NW., Miami, Okla. 7054. 

. Mayor, City nail, 100 Sooth Broad¬ 
way. Cleveland. Okla. 740BX 

Preeluent, Town llall. Quinton. Okia 
74M1. 


.Mayor, Town Hall, Bytig, Okla 


Do... Washington.Ramona, town of. 

Oregon...-Baker.nmrthjtcn. 


Do...Coo®.. Myrtle 1*011*1. 

city of. 


n 4IO0O5A W.Executive Department, Stale of Ore- 

ton, Salem, Oreg. 07310. 

Oregon Insurance Division, Depart- 
merit of Commerce, 158 12Ui St. N E., 
Salem, Orog. 97310. 

II 410047A 01.do.-.--—- - .. 


Mayor, Town Hall, Ramona, Okla. 

74041 , 

Mayor, City Hall. Huntington, Otvg. 


Do.....-Dooglae.. 

Do-.—.do—. 

P ff . . .... Umatilla_ 

Do.....do..—..™ 

Do -Union..-—.... 


Elk ton, dty of..— 11 glOTWlAOI. 
Riddle, city of.... II 4KXKMA 01. 

Pilot Rock, rlty of. II 410U2A 01. 

Wr«ton, diy of.... II 4W2UA 01., 

11 4UKZJ0A 01.. 


-do— 

.do... 


Island City, 
city of. 

Do... Wallowa..Joseph, dty erf-... II 41QC3IA 0! 


Pennsylvania... Kite.. 


Erie, dty of_H 4SB40A W 

through 
U 4AM UA 00 


Do..Crawford.Eaet Mead, town* H 42IM4A 01 

n%S& b A« 

Texas_Sen Patrick..™. Gregory. dty «t.. II 4MM4A Ot. 


_do.... 

_<to— 


Department of Community Affair*, 
t ommonwealth of Pnm*>t vania, 
Harrisburg. Pa 1713k 
Pennsylvania Insurance Department, 
1U4 nuance Bldg., UorrUburf, Pa 

mao. 

--do. .——.~ 


Mr^mw, City Hall, Myrtle Point, Ore*. 

Mayor’City Hall. Elk ton. Orv*. 07436.. 
City Recorder, City Hall, Klddk, 
Or«g. 07441k 

Muvoe, City Hall, Pilot Rock, Ortg. 
Mayor, City Hall. Woton, Ore*. 078S6.. 
Mayor, City Hall, Ialaud City, Orrg. 
Mayor,’ City llall, Jowph.Orvg.tfM4 . 
Mayor, Municipal BMg., Erie, Pn. 


June 28, 1974 
Dec. 5,1975, 

July 34,1074. 
Dee. 5. 1075. 
Mar.29, 1074. 
Deo. 5,1075. 

Fob. 1,1074. 
Dee. 5, 1075. 

May 3,1074. 
Dee. 1,1075. 
Aug. it. 10D. 
Dec. 6,1075. 

. Aur. 80,1071 
Dee. 6,W75. 

July 19. 1074. 
Dec. 5, l*?A 
Nov. 80, 1073 


Nov. 23.WTJ 
Dec. 5.1075. 
Sept. 13, 1074. 
June 7, 1074. 
Dee. L 1075. 
Nov. Mk 1973 
Dee. §71075 
May 17, 1074. 
Doe. 1,1075. 
Aug. 10,1074 
Dee. 5,1075. 
May 24,19 74. 
Dec. L 1075. 
June 23, 1074. 

De*.5,l97> 


Utah... 


Emery. 


Orevo Rivrt, dty H 4-AjrcA 01 

H^SSS&A 02 


Do- 

Do_ 

Do. 

Virginia_ 


.... Sanpete.__Morud, city of.... H iMillSA OJ. 

_prvlrr.- Richfield, dty ef-. H 410131A 01 

through 
H 400131A 02 

_Utah—.Paysun, dty of— H 4901A7A 01. 


Texaa Water DervV<prnrn t Board, 
P.O. Box 13087. Capital Station, 
Austin, Tex. 70711. 

Texaa Invaiw* Deportment, tltO 
San Jacinto fit. .Austin, Tex. 7X701. 

Department of Natural Ki*oor<**, 
Division of Water llrMuroa, State 
Capitol Bldg.. Room 435. Salt Lake 
City. Utah $4114. 

Utah Insurance Dcfurtment, Hi 
State Capitol. Salt Lake City, Utah 
44114. 

_do_......... . ~ 


. Independent dty. 


. DanvUk, dty of.. H S10044A 01 
through 
U 610644 A 04 


Waahlngtnn.Eon Juan—s. 


Friday Harbor, 
town of. 


I! 5301V A 01. 


.do.—-—. 

Burma ol Water Control 
State Walt* Control B< 

Box 11143, Richmond, Va. . 
Virginia Insurance Department. 700 
Blanton Bldg., P.O. Box U». 
lUclimood, Vo. 23200. 

Department of Ecology, Olympia. 
Wash. 9*501. 



Township Supervisor of East Me-vl. Oct. 18,11C4. 
Rural Delivery No. 2, Uuya Mil*. kr. 5, W75 
Pa 1K327. 

Consul line Engineer fur City of Ore- Jana 7,1404. 
gory, Tm^No. 2 Purkdak PUsa, Drc. 3,1075. 
Suit* 21 C Coqau Chrl.il, I'm. 

78411. 

Mayor. City IIeft. Often Hirer, Utah June.21,UTC 
8452$. IVr,M07Sw 


Mayor, CUy Hail. Moroni, Utah 54444.. {apt. 6, W4. 

Dec. 5. W75 

*!& a,T ntU ' B,cWW4 0u *‘ 
tnj«, atj n^I, P,y»o. uw. 
ityjbfanagiw, P.O. Box 3300. Dan- W?^.I2£ 


l Va 34441. 


Dec. 5, 1075, 


Dane., 


McFarland, 
viltage of. 


II 560086A 01 Washington Inunranoe Denortnwait, 

through Insurance Bldg., Olyxupia, Wadu 

II 560Q66A 00 9*501. 

Drpartinent of Natural Rroooro«k. 

P.O. Box 450, Madison, Wk 53701. 
Insurance Contmladomw, Wlscandn 
Inmrance Department, 201 East 
WaMilr.KU** Ave., Maiikui, Wla 
53708. 


Town Attorney eja 8chraldt A Unde. Not. 20, U7A 
P.O. Bo* 608. Friday Ilorhor, Warh. 

m 

VlTlage Pnaddewt, Box 23, McFarland. Dec. 17,107L 
Wts. 53408. 


Village Prvefdent, YlBoge noil, Radik* Bffd- 6,1J 4 - 
suoTwia. 64547. Dec. 3,1075. 


FtDEFAl tHMSTIt, VOL 40. NO. 243—WIDNISOAY, OECfMBU 24, 1973 







































































RULES AND REGULATIONS 


59433 


:-UU C ounty I-oration Map No. SUl* map ri{«*itory 


Effective data 

Of sill hod ration 

Local mop ropodtory of of flood 

insurance 
for wto 


.Dnocganhad 

borough. 


DU II ns ham, city H 030041A 01 
O L through 

21 OOOMIA 10 


ArlMne...~~x- Coconino. 


Arkansas....— Cam. - 


Do....- 


Dcaba. 


Do..*..**... 


WlUUms, city or. . n 040027 A 01 
through 
H 040U.7 A 00 


Chmy Valley, H tfntfTA 01. 
dty of. 


Mcilehee. city of.. H 060n»\ oi 
through 
II 00TO3KA 02 
UtiiMiA dty of.... 11 QfiOlffiA 01 
through 


Department of Comumnlty and Re- Aartstant City kUtu««r, City Hall. May 11. 1974. 
(tonal Affair^ Division of Com- P.O. Bos lvl. Dillingham, Alania Doe. 12,1979% 
in unity Planning, Pouch B. Juneau, 50674. 

Alaala 99811. 

Alaska Division of Insurance. Boom 
410. GoMstda f\Ulg., Pouch D, 

Juneau, Aluka MD1. 

Aritona Mate Land Department, Mayor. Ill Booth Pint 9t., City Hall. Apr. 5,1974. 
1«M Woat A<lam«, Room 400, Williams, Arts. BOOM. Dae. LJ. 177L 

Phomli. AjIs. 65077. 

Arisons Department of IruroraiM*, 

1601 W«el Jefferson. Phoenix, Aril. 


Randolph.. 



Pocahontas, 
dty of. 

Judaonla, dty of. 


II QHlttA OS 
II &V018SA 01 
through 
H 0MIS3A 04 
11 05Q226A 01.. 


Dirtshm of Soil and Water Rewmnxw, Mayor, City Ilall. ChcfTy Valloy, Mar. 15,1974. 
Rial# Department of Commerce, Ark. 7.904. Deo. 12.1979% 

lv» Wwt Capitol Avc., Utila 
Rock. Ark. 77301. 

Ark^nw Insurance Do ran want. 400 
University Tow«r bldg., Uttla 
Rock. Ark. 7330k 

.do...Mayor, City Itall, Me Ur bee, Ark. Mar. 2), 1974. 

716M. Doc. Li, 1974. 

-do.. ...Mayor, CUy Hall, Italcua, Ark. 73342. Jana 28. 1774. 

Doe. 12, 1974. 


Whittier, dty of... II OMIWA 01 
tkraagfc 
n csjoidJA nr* 



...... Sacramento.. 

.Galt, dly of.. 

H (W3M4A 01 

Antxdw. i 
. ih T 

Do...^ 

...... San Matao.— 

Poster City, 

n 060S16 A 01 

_do... . 

Da..... 


city oi. 

through 
n (MOSlitA 09 

11 06J5V4A 01 

^...da_ 

Do._ 


dty of. 

_ Palo Alto, 

through 
n 060046 A Ofl 

11 000348A 01 

__do.. 

Do...., 

Solano. 

dty of. 

throogh 

11 oonstHA IS 

H 080174A 01 

_ft. 

Dol— 



through 

H 0609744 11 


-_Stanislaos_ 

_Oakdale, city of... 

. U 00098OA 01.. 



do- . .... Mayor, CUy Hall, Poeahoutas. Ark. Nov. 14. NTS. 

TJ455. Doc. 12.1975. 

..—do.......-- Mayor, CUy Hall. Judaoala, Ark. P«b. 1, 1974. 

7MM- Doc. 12, 1974. 

Department q( Wade Resources, P.O. CUy Ktufaoer. Whittier Cldc On tar, June t<, 1174. 
Box W,Sacramento, Calif.9M02. 13 3) Bast Penn St. Whittier, CaUL Dec. If. 1974. 

02400. 

California Insurance Department. 400 
South Commonwealth Av*., Los 
9OO0&. 

.Mayor. CUy Hall. 807 C St., Galt, May 17. 1974. 

Calif. 9AI3. Dae. IS, 1J7S. 

.Mayor CUy Hall, M0 Poster CUy June 14.1974. 

Bird.. Poster City. Csllf. UlMk 

... - Mayor, City Hall, Morgan Hill. CaLt May SI, 1974. 

95037. Doc. 12, 197k 

..Director. Public WurU. City Had. Juna 2S. 1974. 

Palo Alto. CaiiL 9U01. Dec. 5, 1974. 


Mroctoe. Public Works Engineer, 
City Ilall, Vallejo, Calif. 945*x>. 


July 19, 1974. 
Dec. 12, 1974. 


Cdondou. K1 Paso and 

Trike. 


Orom Mountain 
Falls, town of. 


H osoacA 01. 


Colorado Water Conservation Board, 
Room 102. 1445 Sherman SC, l>m- 
vcr. Colo. HOOCH. 

Colorado Division of Insurance, 106 
Bute Ofltoo Bids., Doom, Colo. 


Mayor. CUy Hall, 2fl0 North Sd Awl, June 7.1974. 
Oakdale, CaM. 95361. Dec. li, p/74. 


favor, P.O. Bos 524. Town Hall, An*. SO, I17A 
imm Mountain Fails, Colo. 90619. Doe. U, 1975, 


Nunn, town of_U OtoJIS&A 01 

Camden, town of.. 11 lououOA 01 


..do.. 


Mayor, Town Hall, P.O. Bo* 171, Aug. SO. P/74. 

Nunn, Colo. 6064A Dec. 12.1974. 

Pr«ddrat. 27 South Mala fll, Oats- May 24, 1974. 
den. Del. 19934. Doc. 12, 1979. 


OSLi 



- Pei Luo, town of.... U UMOQflA 01. 

H I00P15A m. 


lto.« 

Do.- 


Uttla Croak, 
town of. 

Middletown, 
town oL 

B ridge vtlle, town 
of. 

Prankford, town 
. Lewes, dty of._ 



Millville, town dU 

Milton, town of... 

Ocean View, 
town of. 

Newport, town of. 


U l octet A 01 
tkhmcfc 
It 1UCUU24A 03 
li IvssBJA <n 
through 
n lOOOCtA 02 
u i**o ;a oi... 

U perm a oi 

through 
H 10U04IA U3 
II PJU44A 01 
through 
H 10U044A 02 
U 100015 A 01_ 


. Delaware Coordinating Agency. Dela¬ 
ware .state Planning Office. Thoms* 

Collins Bldg., 530 .<outh Dupont 
Highway, Done, Dd. 19901. 

Delaware Insurance Department, 21 
The Ciroen, Dover. ItoL 1W0I. 

-.do—.—.President of Town Council, Fulton, Aug. 9.1974. 

DaL I994X I toe. li, 1975. 

-jdo_.— Mayer, Littls Croak. DaL 19961.Aug. 9,1974, 

Dec. U, 1975. 

_do.....Mayor, 216 North Brood 81, Middle- Aug. 2, 1974. 

town, ItoL 19709. Deo. U. 1974. 

„—do... —.. Mayor, 101 North Main St.. Bridge- June?, 1974. 

nils, DeLlMOS. 

-do—...... Mayor, Rural Delivery No. S. Bax SapL IS, 1974. 

... do.......Mayor, Bax 227, ^wra, DeL 1//58_June 7. 197L 

IhkliiMk 


U I0U046A 01_ 

H 10U064A 01_ 


Nice villa, town of. H 12GOHA 01 
throurh 

n iSa oo 


.... d<’ ..—-Mayor, Mill Villa, DcL 19967.._....... Oct. 16, 1974. 

Dec. 12, 1974. 

...... Mayor, 106 Luton 8t„ Milton. ItoL Scpc IS, 1974. 

m l Dec. 12, 1975. 

-Mayor. RouU I. Boi 190. Ocean View, Aug. 2. 1974. 

1*L MU701 Itoc. 13, 11/74. 

.Mayor, P.O. Box 3053. Newport. DeL Itoc. 20 , tV7A 

19»L Dee. 12, 1974. 

Deportment of Cmmtiiinity Affairs, htanager. 101 Armstrong Ava., Nice- 8et»i. 5, 1974. 

2571 KtrcuUve Center Circle Bast, vtlk, Fla. S2678. Deo. I'i, 1974. 

Howard Bldg.. Taliaham, Fla. 


.do_ 


State of Florida Insuranoe Depart* 
meat, Treeaurcra Office. The 
Capital, TallalMUMv*. Fla SzSOi. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Stale 


Coonly 


Map No. 


Pi at* map repository 


Local map repository 


Efbrtlv* '.a* 
of authorl a^i.i 
of sale Of 


for ana 


Georgia..Putnam... Eatoulon, dty of.. II 13091&A 01 

through 
n VUZliA 09 


Itlalao_....... Adams.......Council, city of..* n IOOOOSA 01. 


Do.. 

Do.—. 

Benewah.. 

Bonneville..-- 

Do. 

Boundary. 

Do.... 

Butt*-..—_ 

Do.._... 

Net Parr*.... 

Do...-. 

Volley. 

Do 

Washington... 

Illlnol*.......... 

Cook. 


Idaho Falls II 10W29A 01 

city of. through 

II hmwja. Oft 

Bonner* Fsny, 11 16&Q1A 01.. 

city of. 

, Areo. city oL.II 100094A 01.. 


Department of Natural Resource*, 
Office of Planning and Research, 
270 Washington Si. 3W\, Room 707, 
Atlanta. C)a 3001. 

Georgia Insurance Department, 8t*t* 
Capitol. Atlanta. Oa. 3ETO4. 

Deportment of Water Administration, 
Bute ilouia, Annex 2, Boise, Idaho 
K37U7. 

Idaho Department of Insurance, 
Room 300, Stalehouse, Bobo, 1 claim 
W7U7. 

.....do.............. 


.do.- 


Mayor, Rot 191, Katontna, <>« 41125.. Feb. 21, 117 V 

Dtf* 12, Ij 


, City Hall, P.O. Dot 906, 


.do.—... 

.do. .... 

—do-. 


Tillage of. 


through 
II IflOlMA 09 
II lTOlttB 01 
through 
n 17010UB 02 


. do.. 


Mayor, City IlaU, P 
Couodt, Idaho *9612- 


Mayor. City Hall, 109 College Are M 
fit Maries. Idaho «MBL 
Mayor. City Hall, P.0. Bo* 2», Idaho 
Falla, Idaho ttWI. 


May A, M71. 

Doc. 13, 1VT:.. 


Feb. 15. 1974. 
Dae. 12. Iu:\ 
Fob. £*974. 
Doo. li 197$. 


Do... Bangaroou_ 

Indiana.Dear bom.... 


.... Doom), Tillage of-. H 170TWA 01. 

.... Grecmlok, town U 1WWA 01 
of. 


Oowmor'i Task Pore* on Flood Con* 
tml. WO North Slate 8 l, Room 1010, 
Boi 475, Chicago, Ill. 90610. 

Illinois Insurance Deportment. 535 
Weat Jdbmun St, Springfield. Ill. 
02703. 


..Mayor. City Hall. P.O. Bo* 140, June», 197« 

Bonners Parry, Idaho 8360$. 

. Mayor, City Hall. 1*2 Grand Are., June », 1174 

Arco, Idaho ttni Dec. 13.1/7 

... Mayor. C U> HaO. P.O. Bo* 126, Oct. W. 1 ^ 

Cnldesar, Idaho *3521. Uw. 12.1 

.—.. City Hall, Donnelly, Idaho 6cpL 6, lv7i. 

.. Maw. City HaB. to W«t Idaho 9t., June 21,1 

Wrtsrf, Idaho 83672 . Doc. 12 , 1 M 

Village Prafdrwt. IMH Woet ITOtli St„ June 7M, 
Hard Cirri, IU. 60e». July 11, l ,r 


Do.fiteaben.. Clear lake, town H l*X?t7A 01. 

of. 

Iowa ........... BotW. Dnmont, city of... H 14C96A M 

through 

n lwotoA « 


, Dlvision of Baler, Department of 
Natural Reeowora, 60S State Office 
Bldg,, IndUnapulls, Ind. 46201. 
Indiana Imanuieo Department, 4f» 
State Office Uklg., InilhutiipulK Indj 
i*. M. 


Village Prudent, Village UaU, Looml. Mar. 2», IP7* 
lit 

Indent. Town of Oirendale, 610 Jan. 14, 1 774 
lUdge, Lawnmcwberf. 1**1- 17025, Deo 12. IK - 


Kaum*.Atchineon.Atahlneon, dtr H 200010A 01 

«L through 

H wxnbA 02 


Do.Bourbon.Fort Scult, dty n 2CCCC3A 01 

of. through 

n 200D23A 02 

DO.......... Decatur...ObcrHn. dty of— B 2JXC73A 01. 

Do_Dickenson.AbUme. dty of— U 2DW74A 01. 

Do...do__Solomon, city of... H 300077A 01. 

Do.. Rk»__Lyxma, dty of-H 30035CA PI. 

Louisiana...^.. Allen Parish.Oakdale, dty of... B 2300I1A 01 

through 
H 2*0011 A 02 


Iowa Natural Rev*xra« Council, 
James W. Grimm Bldg , Dm Moines, 
Iowa 60919. 

Iowa Insurant* Department, Lucas 
Stale Office BKlg., bet Xlotu**, Iowa 
50919. 

Plrbioa of Filer Resource*, Kansas 
Department of Agriculture. 1720 
South Topeka Ave., Topeka, Kana. 
06612. 

KauMUi Insurance Department. 1st 
Floor. Statehouae, Topeka, Kona. 
00612. 


Town IbKiid, Town of f ’leu Lake, 
Rural Route No. 3, Fraumni, Uul. 
46717. 

Mayor. City Dali. DuMont, low a 

msk 


Hum, City n»n, 516 Kansas Are., 
Atchlnaoa, K*»w, rr/u.\ 


Dec. 6. 1V7 i 
D oc. ft, lv77i 

May 24* MCI 
Dec. 12. IV v, 


Feb. 4,1074 
Doc ft, IW$ 


Mayor. City HaB, Fort Ucotl, Kane. Jan. *>, 1V74 

06709 Dec. U D 


-do__ 


.... .do...... . — - • .... .■ 

.do.. 


.Mayor, Clty HaB^lCC Wad Coramer. 

^ * Koiul 

110 Wool Main. 


l ?i;?’ouHln, Kona. *7749. 

Ma^ City Halt, AUlene. 

Maw. City Hall, 110 Wool 
Sokxuon. kans. 07480. 

Mayor, dty Hall, 217 Fast 
South. Lyons, Kanv 67554. 
Department of Public Works, Mayor. ^Hy Hall, Oakdale, La. 7I4«. 
. Bo* 44155, Capitol Station, 

5n Rouge, la. 7tKM. 


n. K MfH 
sc.«. 1*7'. 
n. f, 1974 


Do..-..Boaslrr Pariah...., BocskrCUy, 

dty oC 


Do.. 


Do....~ 

Doc... 


Catahoula Parish. 
Franklin Pariah... 


Rajridea Parish__ 

Bi tattfMKV 
Pariah. 


norrisontairy. 

village of, 

Baakln, village 

i£ 

Boyce, town of.... 
Coring ton, dty of. 


Do. 


T ¥sr* 


U 2360934 01 
through 
if 220083A 21 
II 220IM5A 01. 

n 230072A Ot 
througti 
n 7WC2A 09 
II 330147A 01. 
U 220200A 01 
through 
n rXCfalA 04 
II 220Q13A 01.. 


Maw. CUt IlaU, 

Noloiucm. Kan*. «7«*u. 

...Maw. City HaB, 217 Fast Are, 

South, Lyons, Korn. 67554. 

State ---- r - " 

P.O. 

Baton Rouge,_ 

Louisiana Insurance Department. Box 
4UI4jCap4iol Sutioo, Baton Rouge, 

.do.._.Majw^City Hull. TWarfer City, La. 

.^...do... 

.do..- 


Jan. 

Doc. 

Jan. t 
Dec. W MfK 
Jan. 9 , lv:i 
Dee. 12, l*^ 

rob. 16 , 1-274 
Dee. 12.1*74 
Nor.». 1V72 
Dec. 13, 1*7' 


_do.. 




...... Mayor. Village HoU, Horrlsooburg, 

La. 71340. 

.Major Village HaB, Baakln. La. 

_Mayor. Town nail, Boyce. La. 714W... 

.M«j|ror^ City HaU. Covington, La. 

Mujx>r VlHage HoU, Tangipahoa. La. 


Jniv* 2*. 1574 
Dec. 1A hf7$. 

Dec . 23, 151 

May HH74 

Dec. 12 , 

AprA'JJl, 

Dec. 2*. 1*71 
Dec. U, W7k 

Aug.«, IW4 
Deo. U 1*75 
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59435 


suu 


County 


Location 


Map No. 


Mate mop repository 


Local mop repository 


R ft retire data 
of author nation 
Of Sal* Of flood 
Insurance 
for area 


Vary tod- 


, Quota Anne's 
and Kent 


Mlaneaota....... Martin. 


VMwIppl...... Madison—.. 


Millington, 
tears oL 


Hamlin, U 230184A 01 

township of. through 

U 20O134A 10 


Fairmont. city ot. H riETflA 01 
through 
II 770270A 00 


Madison, to am oL. H VCttK W 
IftMD 
II 20Z&A 01 


Mlootxrt_Ada!/...._...... Nortngtr,dty of.. II ZX4U3A 01 



. Arrhl*. dly of.... H 2W081A 01 
through 
n suooetA «2 

. noraersrUlo, city II 2WH2HA 01. 
of 

.. Lovary, rlty of_H 2U0175A 01 

throws h 

n sooirsA m 

. Canton, dty of_ 

. Macon, dty oI,- 

. Matthews. dty of. 


]'orUf*Yilli>, dty 
ofL 

Koahkonoog. dty 
of. 

Kminrooe, dty of. 

Lodge arsaa, town 
of 


Elgin, village of... M 1I0005A 01 
through 
U 31000&A 05 


U 24C&4 A 01..... Department of Natural Reanurcv*. 

Water Resource* Division. Slat# OF 
Ike Bldg., Annapolis, Mil 2U04. 
Maryland t mu rat ice Department, 301 
West Preston St.. Baltimore. Md. 

.. - m. 

Water lUaewnxs Coraraiaatoo, Burma 
of Water Management. Hlrrena T. 
Mason BUlg . Lansing. Mich 4JVJS 
Michigan Insurance Bureau, 111 North 
iloamer St., Lansing. Mich. 4HUIS 
Dlvlifon of Wairr*. Soib. and Min¬ 
eral*, Department ol Natural Re- 
sources, Centennial Office Bldg., 8C 

Pool, Minn. MI0I, 

Minnesota D*rt«ti>n of Insurance, 
K 210 State Otlle* Bldg.. St. Paul. 
Minn. 5*101 

lllfllalpN Research and Develop¬ 
ment Canter, ICO, Drawer 3470, 
Jackson, Mis 3W». 

Mlvanlppi Iruairnnc# Department. 
910 Wootfolk Bldg., ICO. Box 70. 
J nekton MUx. ffr.lo 
. Deportment of Natural Resource*. 
Division of Program and Policy 
Development. State of Missouri, 
3QK Fuel IBgh BL, Jefferson City, 
Mo. «!01. 

Division of Insurance. P.O. But CM, 
Jefferson City, Mo. ttlOL 

. . . ■ • «IO. mmm m ......... i .. m^mmmmm mmm mm m . .. 


Mayor, 

ttttl 


^ Town Office, Millington, Mil. Aug. I ltC«^ 


Township Supervisor. Township of Aug. 23.1974. 
Hamlin. Bos 100, Ludlngton, Mich. Dec. 12, 1775. 

40411. 

Mayor, 114 Sag! first St , Fairmont. Jana 7. 1774. 
Minn. 56CBL Dec. 12.1975. 


Mayor. 100 Main St., Madiaon. Mlw. Dee. 11. 1974. 
30110. Dec. U, 1975. 


Mayor, City Hall. Novlnger, Mo. 63S59. June 7.1074. 

Doc, 12, 1975; 


...do..., 

...do... 


B 2WC04A 01 

__do__ 

through 

H tnoxHA Ol 


11 290220A 01 

.do_ 

through 

ll -JuarSiA fa 


H ^UQ2S4A 01 

.do. 

through 
n ^«0I2A4A 02 


II ?mrjfi»>A (ll 

.do_ 

through 

H JUtttWA 02 

11 tWXSfiBA 01... 

_...do_.... 

n 290118 A 01... 

_do_ 


8t. Kdwarrl, dty 
of. 


-.. Trkamah, dty of. 


LInwood, village 
of. 

Sarcoat. dty of... 
Crawlbrd. dty of.. 

Cairo, village of... 

Wood River, 
dty of. 
Raymond. 

village of. 

Brock, village of... 


__ Milford, dty of ... 


Loup City, 
dty of. 


II 300002A 01_Montana Department of Natural Re¬ 

source* and Conservation. Water 
Resource* Division, 32 South Kvrlng 
31, Helena. Mont. dittot. 

Montana Insurance Department. Cap* 
Hoi Bldg.. Helena. Mont. VttOl, 
Nehraxka Natural flesourrm Cora- 
mlsrion. 7th Floor, Terminal Bldg.. 
Uncotn, Nebr. 6*>W. 

Nebraska Iimironer Deportment, 1335 
L 8t., Lincoln, N«*hr. flW». 


Mayor, City Hall, Archie, Mo. MTS.. 

MajoCj City Hall, HornarsvtUo, Mo. 
Mayor, City Hall, Lavagy, Mo. MOflfl.. 

Mayor, City Hall. 131 North 54b St.. 
Canton, Mo. G543&, 

Mayor, City Hall, Macon, Mo. <M2_ 

Mag*. City Hall, Matthews, Mo. 

Mayor, City Hall. 301 Fast Main. 
Portagevtlle, Mo. «873. 


Mayor.OtyJlan, Box 303, Konhkon- 

^S!i ity ^ rair *® >06 » 

Mayor. Town IT oil. Lodge Ursa, 
Mont. 50060. 


Jon* 7, 1974. 
Dec. ll 1975. 

Mar. 79, 1974. 
Dec. 12.1975. 
Dec. 30. 1974. 
Dec. 12. 1975. 

Jan. 13. 1974. 
Dee. 12, 1975. 

June 7, 1974. 
Doe. 12. 1975. 

May 17, 1974, 
Dee. 12, 1971. 

Jon. 9. 1974. 
Dee. 12, 1975. 

Sepi. fl, 1974. 
Dec. 13. 1975. 
May 31. 1974. 
Dee. 12,1975. 
May 31, 1974. 


Chairman. Village Hall. Elgin, Nebr. Mar. 22, 1974. 
" ‘ Dec. 13,1975. 


H 3100195 01 
through 
H 310010A 02 
11 3100CMA 01. 


City lloil, Si. Edward, 



Chairman, 

Nebr. 


Mayor. CUy Hall. Trkamah. Nebr. 
03450. 

Chairman. Village Hall, Linwood, 
Nebr. mHA. 

Mayor, CHy Hall. Sargeoi, Nebr. 


Hebron, dty of... 


U 310104 A 01. 

II S1013SA 01. 

II SI015AA 01. 

II 311WU0A 01 
through 
H 3KW*»A 02 
U 31Q215A 91 
through 
n 3102CA 02 
H 3ICKI9A 01 
through 
U 3I0819A 03 


_do_ 

-do. 


M ayg \ City HaU. Crawlord. Nebr. 

Chairman. Village HaU. Cairo, Nebr. 
33334. 

Major^CUy Hail, Wood River, Nebr. 

Councilman, Village Hall. Raymond, 

Nebr. 0*49*. 

Chairman, Village Hall, Brock, Nebr. 

tlAj-V 

Mayor, City Hall, Mlllonl, Nebr. OMQft. 


M oSl CltT Ixi0 P City, Nebr. 
Magr^ City HaU, Hebron. Nebr. 


Jan. 13.1974. 

Dee. 12, 1975. 

Mar. 15, 1974. 
Dec. 12. 1975. 
Oct. 25. 1974. 

May 24. 1974. 
Dee. 12. 1975. 
Jitoe 23.1974. 
Deo. 12. 1975. 

May 34. 1974. 
Dec. 12. 1975. 
May 31,1974. 
Deo. 12. 1975. 
Oct. lA. 1974. 
Dm. It, 1975. 
Ang. 13, 1974. 
Dec. it, 1975. 
Jan. U. 1974. 
Dee. 12. 1975. 

Apr. 5. 1974. 
Deo. 12. 1971. 

Jan. 23.1974. 
Deo. li, 1975. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


StM* 


County 


Mop No. 


Slat* map repository 


Local map repository 


©flOthori/v.ir;, 

of ak of 

umnnkiu* 

lor an. 


• 

• 

New Jcrx*y..._ 

Middlesex.. 1 

New Mo tiro.,.. 

JUdalgo. 

Da. ,,_ 

Lca.... 

Dm 

Rio ArrltMi. 

Do 

ROOMVClt. 

Do.. .... 

Torrance. 

New York. 

Allegany.. 

0 ,_ 

Broome .......... 

Db.. 

Delaware. 

Do_ 

Herkimer. 

Do. ^ 

Jeflftwm.... „,m. 

Do._ 

__do._ 

Do . 

( y, 





Do.. 

Onondaga... 

Do.— 

Warreo... . 

D“*—. 

Orange. .. 

Do.. 

_do.. 

Do. 

, Or lean*. 

Do.. 

. r .. .do.... 

Nath Dakota... 

. Burke...— 

DO. 

. Wahh.. 

Do. 

r Wniloinx. 

Ohio. 

. Erie.. 


South Amboy* 
city ot 


n Z¥art a oi 

through 
U 340C77A 06 


Lord'bury, dty of. H 3M028A <tt 
* through 
II &MK6A 01 


Bureau of Watic Control. Depart- Councilman, City Hall, South Am- 
moat of Environmental Protertion, boy, SJ. 0887V. 

P.O. Box !**>, Trenton. N J. 0*3*. 

New Jersey D^artmefit of Insurance, 

Stale llauxc Annex, Trenton, N J. 

QMS. 

Stole Engineer's Oflka. Bataan Mayor, 200 South Main, LordtVuif, 
laTfJMf6«mU A N. Met. N. Max.- 


ICtmlro.rlty of- 

Chama, village of. 
Portal**, dty of... 

Eitaivia, town of. 

Fillmore, village 
of. 


II 350Q29A 01.... 
IT 960060A 0t.... 

n vwto\ oi 

through 
II JUiOMA 03 
H 3200S2A 01... 

n 3MM30A 01... 


MrmodaT Bldg., Santa Fa, N. Max. 
67BOI. 

New Mexico IV port merit of Irv* 
turanr*, P.O. Box l».», Santa Fa, 
N. Max. 67001. 

.do...... 


.8WiA. 


...do.. 




Union, town of... 
Dobort. Tillage of. 


II VfflW 0) 
Ihlr.ufh 

ii annuto oo 

u aocrAHA oi. 


... . Mayor. 1016 Avenue J. Box »«7, Ctty 

Hall, Kuukw.N. Max.8*231. 

..... . .. Mayor, P.O. lWn 424. Village Hall, 

Chain*. N. Mat.87.V2a 

. Mayor. 1CXJ Wtat 1st BC. Ctty HaU, 

Portalna, N. Max. 

...... Mayor. Box 10ft, Town Hall, Ertanrhi, 

N. Mm. 67016. 

Nrw York State Department of En* Mayor 16 Torpey 8t.. Fillmore, N. Y. 
vlronmvntal Corwervatfou, Dlvlaioa 14736. 
of Kmounrre M mugnmmt S<v vices. 

Bureau of Water MtOMMOt, 

Albany, N.Y. IPJOt. 

New York Stalo Inronix* Decwrt*, 
incnt, 2 Work! Trade Center, New 
Yah, N.Y. 10017. 


Feb. 1. |V7« 
Doe. 12, l vTT.. 


AU*.*«, 1/74. 
Dec. 14, 1*7\ 


An*. 3n, i *:c 
Deo. K. tv?V 
An*. 14. 1074. 
D«. 12, i»:a. 
Mnr.>, DTt. 
Dec. 12. l'/a 

June 14,1 T,i 
Doc. 1*4, l 
Feb. 1,I 74. 
Dec. Ij. >>:v 


Little Falk, dty 
of. 


H JWOatOA 01 
through 

H mbra m 

Clayton, town of.. 11 3MCK1A 01 
through 
1! ftmsMA 07 
Herrings, tillage 11 MkJUt/A 01. 
of. 

Leroy, town oi ... 


Pamdla, tOWU of.. 


• -d«.. 

.do. 


Town K»|imrt«ir. Town of Union, 
MU Ka* Main St., Emlwrll. N 
13760. 

Mejrnr. P °* ^ 2Slr ,,0t * rl ’ NY * 


..Majc*. City Ball, little Falls, N.Y. 

do._... Town Supervisor, Town Hall, Clay¬ 

ton. N.Y. 13624. 

..do. .Mayor, VlLUec H*n, llmliifa. N.Y. 


Mororllns, village 
ot 

Chester, town of.. 

Cornwall, village 
of. 

Montgomery, 
dilate of. 


AtUon, town of*.. 

Slielby, town of... 

Columbus, dty of. II *6001*A 01 


II 300041A 01 
through 

11 300041A 10 

-da... 

U 360340A 01 
through 

H MOM6A (O 

-do— 

U 3B06MA 01 

.....do- 

11 30OBCD 01 
through 

n mo> is 

.do.... 

H 360610A 01 
through 

II S6U610A 06 

.....do.... 

11 360624A 01 
through 

II 30U634A ca 

....-do—. 

H 3612B2A W 
through 

-da.... 

tl Ml2A2A (A 


11 361236 A 01 
through 
n 3612.VA U 

.do... 


tnyro. ' 

13663. 

. Town Supervisor. Town of Leroy. 

171 Maple, Black River, N.Y, 
13612. 

... . Town Sttperrisor, Town of Pnawll*. 

RC, Watertown, N.Y. 13001. 

. Mayor, 6 81ocomb* Ave., Marwllue. 
N.Y. HIGH. 

.. Town Superdjor, Town of Cluster, 

Town Hall, Cheater town, N.Y. 
12617. 

__ Mayer, Village of Cornwall, 3 River 

Dr., Cornwall on Hudnm, N.Y. 
12530. 

_ Mayor. IS Clinton Kt., P.O. Box llfi, 

Mnnl602U*ry. N.Y. 12S». 

. . Town Supervisor. Rural Delivery, 

AlWon. N.Y. 14411. 

.. . Town Supervisor. Town of Bhotby, 

Mage rUdga R.b, Medina, N.Y. 


Feb. C I VTi 

Y. 

May24,r.:k 

BtoUiA 

Mar. 6, UC 4 

Dec. 12, «/7V 

June 14, 1*4. 

Dec. 12, tvT\ 

Aug. 0. 1*74. 
Ike. 12, lvTV 
June 28,1171 
Dec. u 1«1 

Oct. I*. !!C4. 


Apr 12,1*4 

Fob. 4, wi 


BE 


kU, W7V 


Pmk JUver, dty II l*0l»A OK 
Tioga, city of II 380147A OK 


... Huron, dty ot... 


II 3G0154A 01 
tlirougb 
U XOI.VIA <9 


Do-I>»ke. ....... 

Do.William*... _ 


Wllkiwlck, dty of. 11 3R0324A 01 
through 
H 3MB24A (C 
. Bryan, dty of..... H 300680A 01 
through 
II aMMtlA CO 


niwn V.VJUIIUJWWU, WUIMJ 

Bldg., VOO Kaxt Doulrvanl, Bis- 
nian-k. N. Dak. 66201. 

North I>akota Insurance Department. 

Slate Capitol, fllwnarck, N. Dak. 

. ..........__ Mayor, P.O. Box 13, CHy Hall, Pink 

River, N. Dok.MJTO. 

..da....President, P.O. Box 216, Tl<nr». N 

Dak. MiU. 

Ohio Department or Natural Re- CUy Managrv, Box *27. Huron, Ohio 
■Jtmcce, Fountain S4|Uaro. Flood 4I!»30. 
lnnuunre Coord, Bldg., Colunibue, 

Oldo 43224. 

Ohio 1 ikMirertce Deportment, 447 
Eoit Broad St., Columhux, Ohio 
43216. 


Mar-14, IU7K 
Dec. 12, liCX 

Oct. 25, t'C4. 
Dec. Li, DTK 

Nov x r 1774. 

D<e. li, 

June 21. Itfb 
Der I2.»^ 


May 21, tfL 
IMe- VL WL 
June 2S t *4- 
Dor-12,1*5. 
Fob. L »W7j- 
Doc. 17. KS 


--do... 


Mayor, 31230 \1uo Bt., Wllkwkk, Aug 15,1 
Ohio 44061. 

M t&od P ’ 0 ‘ 1501 ,9 °’ Bfya<, * 0lxio I*** 1, V> i 
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59137 


etau 

County 

Location 

Mop Noi 

• 

0k.J»bOTUa. 

• 

Caddo.~ 

Lookcbo, town 
of. 

• 

H 400W5A Ot. 

1* — .—** 

Muskogee.. 

Tall, town oC.-- 

n 400)28A 34.. 

l*-- 

Osage. 

Fairfax, town of... 

II 40QI50A 01 
through 
n 4T6150A 03 

IK).., 

Ottawa. 

Wyandotte, town 
of. 

11 400161A 01.. 

DO. 

Rogers. 

Chelsea, city of.... 

H 4001S7A 01.. 


8equoyab ... .—. . . 

V|an. town of- 

H KO.WA 01. 

— T 

1>0_.... 

Woods. 

Daccnu. town of.. 

II 400£»A 01. 

Do-- 

Grant. 

Canyon City, 
city of. 

Vale, city of. 

U 410075 A 01. 

DO....__ 

Malheur. 

II 410153A 01 

D© . . 

Marion. 

Gcrvais. dty of... 

U 410I60A U. 

Do..~ 

Polk. 

Kalb City, city of. 11 4101^A 01. 

rnn^J-lfSola..- 

Centre. 

Harris, township 
cL 

H 43K»:*A 01 
through 

II can : \ ns 

Da.-- 

Bradford. 

Granville, town¬ 
ship of. 

U 421006A 01 
thrvugh 

H 4J1088A 03 

Twai.. 

Nueces. 

Bishop, city of.... 

11 4K&06A 01 
through 

U 4*X&\ td 

CUIt . . 

Emery.. 

Orange vine, 

n IU0064A Ot 


8Ut* map repository 


lx»«l map repository 


Effective do!i» 
of auihoriratkin 
of safe of ffoul 
Insurance 
for ana 


. Oklahoma Writer Rrocurrc* Board. Mayor, Toim Hall, !MkU, Okla. Oct. 35. 1974. 
5th floor, Jim Thorpe Ride*. Okla- 73053. V*c. 12, 1*75. 

boma City. Okla. 73105. 

Oklahoma Insurance Deportment. 

Room 4 «, Will Rogers Memorial 

^ k 7 h !r. C !^:!*!^.. HA TA OM. 7«A.. Iw. X. Wi 

Dec, 12. 1975. 

._do....I'm* dent. Town Hall, 150 East Elm, Dec. 28. 1971. 

P.O. Hoi 109, K atria*. Ok la. 74017. Doc. 12, 1975. 


• • r|e..,..... ... . . i 

.do........ 




U^I V.r«uda... Kanawlia.. UiUnrorpormUd 


S 'trrnidn. 

Hamm. 

Cumberland, 
city of. 


Vgeoa_ 

Waukesha.. 

vUUgrof. 

dty of. 

R ruling_ 

Rwwtwatcc. 

dty of. 


11 S40070A 01 
through 
n 54ttrtOA :*> 


U 55WL3A tfl 
tliruugli 
II &900UA irj 


I! 550451A 01. 

11 5501*711 01 
through 
I! 56*4*711 12 
H MO061A 01 
through 
II Mow!A tr. 


Itamrtmeat of Community Affaire, 

< m:m ton wealth ot Pennsylvania, 
Karrtabttrv. Pa. 17120. 

Pennsylvania Insurance Department, 
103 Finance Bldg., Harrisburg, Pa. 
17130. 

. .(Id..... 


Tmw Water Development Beard, 
P.O. Hoi 13TW7. Capitol Station, 
Austin, Tex. 7h?ll. 

Teiaa Insurance Department. 1110 
Han Jacinto St., Austin, Tet. 7a7ul. 
t Mart meat at Natural Rceotircm. 
Diliiton ot Water Kmourvea. State 
Capitol Bldg., Room US, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84114. 

Utah Insurance Department. 115 
State Capitol, Salt lake l 'tty, Utah 
Ml 14. 

Office of Federal-State Relations. 
Divtrion ot Plan Ring and Develop¬ 
ment, Capitol Hid*., Room l‘A 
Chartoslnn. W. Vo. 25305, 

Mr. Itonaki W. Ilrown. Insurance 
. Commissioner. 1800 Washington 84., 
Hldjj. No. 3. Room 043. Charleston, 


Clerk-Treasurer. Town Uall, Wyao June 23, 1074. 

tkXt*. Okla. 74170. Dec. 12, 1975. 

Pnddwt, City HaU. 000 Walnut 8L, Doe. », 1473. 

P.O. Hoi 4H. Chelsea, Okla. 74010. l*c. 14 1975. 
President of the Board. P.O. Hot 216, May 1.1274. 

Town Hall, Vlan. Okla. 74984 
Mayor, Town Hah, Dncoma. Okla. Nov. 8,1274. 

73731. Doe. 12, 1975. 

Mayor, City Hall, Canyon City. Okla. Vat. 17.1973. 

*7820. Doc. 12.1975. 

Mayor, ('Ity Ball. Vale, Okla. 979W. Nov. 3ft, 1971. 
Mayor. CUy HaU, (JervnU, Okla. June 28, IV74. 
97020 , Deo. 12. 1975. 

aty nail. Falls City, May 10.1974. 

Chairman. Township Board of Super- June 28.1974. 
visors. Township of Harris, P.O. Vac. 13.1975. 
Hoi Jt>, lioalsburg, Pa. IttsS. 


Oudrmiut, Towndilp Supervisors. July 28,1974. 
Tuanehtp of Oran vi lie. Rural De¬ 
ll vary No. I, Oran villa SutnralU, Pa. 

trUK 1. 1974. 
Dm. u, 1975. 


Prcgrvner Planner, P.O, Hot 134 
Oty Hall, r" “ - 


, Btsbop, Tat. 78343. 


Mayor. City IUH, Orangeville. I tali 
84537. 


County Cammladotves President. 
Kanawha County. Court bouies 
Charleston. W. Va. *304. 


Department of Natural Kesoum*. 

P.O. Bos 450. Madison. Wts. 53701. 
Wisconsin Insurarve IVfwrtment. ^01 
Past Wwddngton Are., Madison, 
W is. 53703. 

_8ft..... 




Mayor. Oty Hall. Cumberland. Wli 
MAN. 


Juoa 7,1974. 
lbx\ U. 1975. 


Apr. 23 . lira. 

Dio. 12, 1973. 


May 31, 1974. 
Dec. 12,1975. 


Wyoming Dimeter and Civil I>«4*naa 
Agency, P.O. Bot 1709, Cheyenne, 
WynttDOt. 

Department of Insurance, Plate of 
Wyoming. State Office Hhlg,, 
Cheyenne. Wyo. Kffiftl. 


Village pTMldn.il, Ch&Mtafl, Wlf. 1*6.28. 1971. 
54821. 

Major. City Hall, New Berlin, Wls. 


tHrecior, Department of Engineering, 
Planning, and Community Devel¬ 
opment, P.O. Boa PM, Rock 
Springs, Wyo. 82901. 


June 21, 1974. 
Sept. 33, 1973. 
Dec. 12. 1975. 
May 31. 1974. 
Vat. 14 1975. 


4National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Houalng and 
Urban Development Act of 1968). effective Jan. 38. 1969 (33 PR 
17804. Nov. 38, 1968), as amended. 43 UAC. 4001 -4128; and Secre- 

Lvued: December 8 , 1976 . 


tary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 
34 F.H. 2680. Feb. 27. 1969). 


Francis Reilly, 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 


I PR Doc.75 34463 Filed 12-33-75:8:46 am) 
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Title 40—Protection of Environment 
| FRL 472-8) 

PART 40—ORE MINING AND DRESSING 
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY 
Extension of Comment Period 

On November 6. 1975, (40 FR 51722) 
tlie Environmental Protection promul¬ 
gated interim effluent limitations and 
guidelines for existing sources in the Ore 
Mining and Dressing Point Source Cate¬ 
gory. pursuant to 55 301 and 304 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act <33 
U.S.C. | 1251 et seq.. 86 Stat. 816). The 
notice of promulgation of these interim 
regulations solicited comments from in¬ 
terested persons and specified that such 
comments would be due not later than 
December 8. 1975. 

Several requests for extensions of time 
for submission of comments have been 
received. In support of such requests, it 
has been pointed out that many members 
of the affected industry operate in iso¬ 
lated areas, and additional time is need¬ 
ed for them to provide meaningful com¬ 
ments. Accordingly, the Environmental 
Protection Agency has decided to grant 
a thirty day extension of the deadline. 
The date for submission of comments is 
hereby extended to and including Janu¬ 
ary 7.1976. 

December 8. 1975. 

Akdrtw W. Brexdenbacii, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
jor Water and Hazardous 
Materials . 

(FR Doc.75-34737 Plied 12-23-76:8:45 &m| 


CHAPTER 1—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTtR C—AIR PROGRAMS 

I FRL 471-1) 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF STATE IMPLEMENTATION 
PLANS 

North Dakota Plan Revisions 

On May 31. 1972 (37 FR 10885). pur¬ 
suant to Section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51. the Administrator 
approved and promulgated the North 
Dakota State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). 

On June 14. 1973. the Governor of 
North Dakota submitted compliance 
schedules for 24 sources of air contami¬ 
nants. No action was taken to approve 
these schedules because some of the 
schedules extended beyond the Febru¬ 
ary 1. 1975. attainment date for the Na¬ 
tional Secondary Ambient Air Quality 
Standards for Particulates. The State of 
North Dakota Department of Health 
agreed to submit a clarification through 
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the Governor's office that the Secondary 
Particulate Attainment Date was also be¬ 
ing revised for the North Dakota Intra¬ 
state Air Quality Control Region, and 
supplemental information explaining 
why it is not reasonable for the affected 
sources to be in compliance by Febru¬ 
ary 1. 1975. 

On February 19. 1974. the Governor of 
North Dakota submitted revisions to the 
compliance schedule of one of the 24 
sources Included in his June 24, 1973. 
submittal. The Governor also submitted 
a revision to the North Dakota SIP pro¬ 
viding for public notice and comment on 
new source review approval/disapproval 
actions as required by 40 CFR 51.18. 

The clarification concerning the re¬ 
vision of the Secondary Particulate 
Standard Attainment Date was submit¬ 
ted by the Governor of North Dakota on 
November 21, 1974. This submittal 

changes the attainment date for the Na¬ 
tional Secondary Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for Particulates from Febru¬ 
ary 1. 1975, to December 30. 1976. for the 
North Dakota Intrastate Air Quality 
Control Region. 

The supplemental Information ex¬ 
plaining why it is not reasonable for the 
sources whose compliance schedules ex¬ 
tend beyond February 1. 1975. to be In 
compliance by that date was .submitted 
on April 23. 1975. by the North Dakota 
State Department of Health. This sup¬ 
plemental information also contained 
1974 air quality data showing that the 
North Dakota Intrastate Air Quality 
Control Region was In compliance with 
the National Primary Ambient Air Qual¬ 
ity Standard for Particulates and that 
only the National Secondary Ambient 
Air Quality Standard for Particulates 
was being violated. 

On October 9. 1975 (40 FR 47519), the 
Administrator proposed to approve the 
North Dakota SIP revisions and re¬ 
quested the public to comment on the ap- 
prov&bility of the revisions. No comments 
regarding the revisions were received. 

The requirements for public hearings, 
plan revisions, and compliance schedules 
<40 CFR 51.4. 51.6, and 51.15) have been 
met by the State’s proposed revisions. 
The compliance schedules have been re¬ 
viewed and found to be consistent with 
tiie approved control strategy and the 
proposed attainment date for the 
Secondary Particulate Standard. The 
supplemental information submitted by 
the State Department of Health has 
been reviewed, and a determination has 
been made that the proposed attainment 
date of December 30. 1976, for the North 
Dakota Intrastate AQCR is reasonable 
in view of the compliance problems of 
certain sources. 

In 5 52.1830 below, the final compliance 
date is listed for each source for which 


a compliance schedule has been proper «L 
In all cases, the schedules include incre¬ 
mental steps toward compliance with 
the applicable emission limitations. 
While these incremental dates arc not 
listed in the table, they arc set forth in 
the schedules and are Federally enforce¬ 
able. 

The Administrator finds that the 
North Dakota SIP revisions meet the sub¬ 
stantive and procedural requirements of 
8ection 110 of the Clean Air Act and 40 
CFR Part 51. Therefore, the Adminis¬ 
trator approves the North Dakota SIP 
revisions as set forth in this rulemaking, 

This rulemaking will be effective im¬ 
mediately upon publication. The Agency 
finds that good cause exists for not de¬ 
ferring the effective date of this rule- 
making because the control strategy and 
compliance schedules are already in ef¬ 
fect under State law and Federal ap¬ 
proval imposes no new burdens. 

(Section 110 of the Clean Air Act. as unrndt*!, 
42 TJ.S.C. 1857 c-6) 

Dated: December 17, 1975. 

John Quarles. 

Acting Administrator . 

Part 52 of Chapter I. Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

Subpart JJ—North Dakota 

1. In 5 52.1820, paragraph (c) is added 
as follows: 

§ 52.1820 Identification of plntt. 

• • • • • 

(c) Supplemental Information v,a$ 
submitted on: 

(1) June 14. 1973; February 19 and 
November 21. 1974, by the Governor of 
North Dakota, concerning compliance 
schedules and attainment date revision; 

(2) April 23.1975. by the State Depart¬ 
ment of Health, stating why sources 
could not comply by the original attain¬ 
ment date. 

§52.1823 r Amended ] 

2. In 52.1823. the table setting forth 
attainment dates for national standards 
is revised by replacing the date M Feb. 
1975" for the attainment date of the 
secondary standard for particulate mat¬ 
ter in the North Dakota Intrastate Re¬ 
gion with the date “Decembr 30. 1976”. 

3. Section 52.1830 is added as set forth 
below. 

§ 52.1830 Compliance aolirdulc*. 

(a) The compliance schedules for the 
sources listed below are approved as 
meeting the requirements of 5 51.6 and 
151.15 of this chapter. All regulations 
cited are air pollution control regulations 
of the State, unless otherwise noted. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 248— WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1975 









RULES AND REGULATIONS 


59439 


Xorth Dakota 


ftmrc* 


Refutations Dm* of 
Location Lnralvtnl adoptktfi 


Effective 


Final 

CorsttlUnee 

<Uu 


urn** Dakota Utility__ 

I nl«id iSfr.«. Mn. 

Ua?:n Klectric.. .. 


Vu u lpnJ Utility... 

Sort him Slate* Powrr............... 

otter Tuli Poorer.... 

tiirttk^’KKKiizirrrrrrnrrriii^ 

l>o-™i*——~. 

(onroUdateti Coni... 

Hiuiy lnd.... 

An:'ftaU» Colloid . .. 

Atm-rkiu* Crystal, unit* 1 and 2...„. 

Hut# Hcapital—. 

Minot Hut* CoUef*. 

ridmsttir oI North Dakota. 

North Dakota But* Unlvcndty. 

Vfclky City. Stale College. 

North Dakota Blau UnlycrMty_.... 
Norik Dakota State School of Beirut*.. 
Ha*ro Uoapllal: 

Units I and 2...... 

in. ir nr rotor*... 

North Dakota School lor Deaf. 


Mo»dan. 

Beulah. 

Sun ton_ 

.....do_ 

VBn......._ 

Volley City_ 

Minot. 

Jatneolowtt. 

Whaprtoo. 

Cmtrr__ 

Onuwl Huh?... 
Vclra. 

Dickinson. 

tiaacoync..^... 

Drayton__ 

Jaroealown. 

Minot. 

Grand Forks.... 

Farm. 

Valley City_ 

Bottineau.. 

Wlujfelon. 


Fan Haven... 
.... .do..... 

Devil* Lake.. 


.June I.HITS 

.do_ 

_do_ 

__do.. 

.do,- 

-do. 

-.do. 

......do.__ 

.do. 

.do__ 

.do...^_.. 

Dee. 21.1V71 . 

June 1,11C3 . 

.do..... 

.... * .do. , 

......do... 

_..do____ 

_do.._ 

.dO.. 

• .do........ i 

> .. . « .do... . . . a • I 
.do._...., 


Immediately. 


.do. 

.dp.—... 

.do. 

.do^_ 

.do. 

.do__ 

_.do_._ 

_do__ 

.do—.... 

,_.do_ 

....do- 

....do... 

.....do_ 

.do. 

.do. 

.do—. 

—..do- 

.do. 


. June I.W7B 
. Sept. 30. i/75 
.. Jan. 1* ltCS 
. Doc. 1.1V74 
. Nov. l.iuis 
July 1. IV7A 
Doc. SMITH 
July iCWl 
Do. 

Nov. 13,1074 
Jan. SI.I1C4 


A|*« 

Kch 

M r 

Frh. 

Jan. 

Jan. 


.do.... 


_do__do_ 

.do......<we... 

.do—.do.... 


1. 1V75 
1. 1/73 
LIFTS 

I. VV73 
1\ lVt 
SI. 1-/7 4 

Dec. 

F*L 2MV74 
An*. SI.IV74 
June SO. 1/74 
. Sept- SO, 1V74 

. Oct, 1,1974 
Sept. 1\ 1/75 
Apr. 1,1/70 


|FH Doc 75 34738 Filed 12-23-75,8:45 am] 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 

tSUaCHAPTER M—UTILIZATION AND DISPOSAL 

[ FT MR Amendment H 04] 

PART 101-45—SALE, ABANDONMENT, OR 
DESTRUCTION CF PERSONAL PROP¬ 
ERTY 

Subpart 101-45.8—Mistakes in Bids 
Dollar Limitation Increase 

This amendment provides for an In¬ 
crease in the dollar limitation appli¬ 
cable to the correction of mistakes in bids 
alleged or disclosed after contract award 
tn sales of surplus property. 

Section 101-45.804 Is amended to read 
m follows: 

§ 101—15.801 Minlnke? iIlmIommI after 
award. 


• b) • • • 

il) A contract may be rescinded In its 
entirety where the original total contract 
amount does not exceed $10,000. 

«2) A contract, Irrespective of 
amount, may be reformed (i) by deleting 
the item or items involved in the mistake 
*hore the deletion does not reduce the 
contract amount by more than $10,000; 
or ill) by decreasing the price where the 
resultant decrease in price does not ex¬ 
ceed $10,000 and the reformed contract 
price is not less than that of the other¬ 
wise next high bid under the original 
Invitation for bids. 

• • • • • 

<$*c, 205(c), 83 sut. 300; 40 U8C. 406(c)). 

Effective date . This regulation is effec¬ 
tive December 24. 1975. 

Dated. December 5,1975. 

Jack Eckerd. 

Administrator of General Service. 

(FR Doc. 75-34839 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 ami 


Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

PART O—COMMISSION ORGANIZATION 

Editorial Amendment of Freedom of 
Information Rules; Order 

1. Section 0.461 (h) and (!) should be 
amended to make it clear that applica¬ 
tions for review of original actions on 
freedom of information requests should 
be delivered or mailed to the General 
Counsel < rather than to the Executive 
Director or the Secretary). 

2. Section 0.461(h)(2) .should be 
amended to make it clear that all appli¬ 
cations for review and envelopes con¬ 
taining them (if any) should be cap¬ 
tioned “REVIEW OF FREEDOM OF IN¬ 
FORMATION ACTION.” 

3. Authority for these amendments is 
contained in Sections 4 (1) and (J>, 5(d) 
and 303(r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, 47 UJS.C. 154 (i) and 
<J). 155(d), and 303(r); in 5 U.S.C. 553; 
and in 10.231(d) of the Commission’s 
Rules. 47 CFR 0.231(d). Because the 
amendments are editorial and proce¬ 
dural in nature, compliance with notice 
and effective date requirements of 5 
U.8.C. 553 is not required. 

4. Accordingly, It is ordered, effective 
December 29.1975. that the amendments 
to Part of Uie Rules set out below are 
adopted. 

Adopted: December 10. 1975. 

Released: December 16, 1975. 

(Secs. 4, 5. 303. 48 8tat., m amended. 1088, 
1088.1082: 47 US O. 154, 155. 303) 

I'seal 1 Richard D. Lichtwardt. 

Executive Director. 

8ection 0.461(h) (1) and (2), and 
paragraph (!) are revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 0.161 HcqurnU for inspection of mate¬ 
rial* not routinely available for public 

inspection. 

• • * • • 

(h) (1) If a request for inspection of 
records submitted to the Commission in 
confidence under ! 0.457(d) or 0.459 is 
granted, an application for review of the 
action may be filed only by the person 
who submitted the records to the Com¬ 
mission. The application for review and 
the envelope containing It (if any) shall 
be captioned “REVIEW OF FREEDOM 
OF INFORMATION ACTION/’ The ap¬ 
plication for review shall be filed within 
10 working days after the date of the 
written ruling, shall be delivered or 
mailed to the General Counsel, and 
shall be served on the person who filed 
the request for inspection of records. 
The person who filed the request for in¬ 
spection of records may respond to the 
application for review within 10 work¬ 
ing days after It is filed. If an applica¬ 
tion for review is not filed within this 
period, the records will be produced for 
inspection. 

(2) If the request for inspection of 
records submitted to the Commission in 
confidence under § 0.457(d) or ( 0.459 is 
partially granted and partially denied, 
the person who submitted the records to 
the Commission and the person who filed 
the request for inspection of those rec¬ 
ords may file an application for review 
within 10 working days after the date of 
the written ruling. The application for 
review and the envelope containing it 
(if any) shall be captioned “REVIEW 
OF FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AC¬ 
TION,” The application for review shall 
be delivered or mailed to the General 
Counsel. If cither person flies an appli¬ 
cation for review, he shall serve it on the 
other. Responses may be filed within 10 
working days after the application's) 
for review is filed. If both persons file, 
or if an application for review Is filed 
only by the person who filed the request 
for inspection of records, the applica¬ 
tion (s) will be acted on within 20 work¬ 
ing days after the application filed by 
the person who requested the records is 
filed. If an application for review is filed 
only by the person who submitted the 
records to the Commission, it will be 
acted on within 20 days after it Ls filed. 
The time for filing applications for re¬ 
view and responses may be reduced on 
notice, if necessary to act on the request 
within the 20 day period. If an applica¬ 
tion for review Is not filed within this 
period by the person who submitted the 
records to the Commission, the partial 
grant will be implemented. 

• • • • • 

(i) Except as provided in paragraph 
«h > of this section, an application for re¬ 
view of an initial action on a request for 
Inspection may be filed only by the per¬ 
son who made the request. The applica¬ 
tion shall be filed within 30 days after 
the date of the written ruling by the 
custodian of the records, and shall be 
captioned. “REVIEW OF FREEDOM OF 
INFORMATION ACTION/’ The envelope 
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(if any) shall also be so captioned. The 
application shall be delivered or mailed 
to the General Counsel and shall be 
served on the person <if any) who origi¬ 
nally submitted the materials to the 
Commission. That person may file a 
response within 10 working days after 
the application for review is filed. If the 
records arc made available on review, the 
person who submitted them to the Com¬ 
mission (if any) will be afforded 10 work¬ 
ing days alter the date of the written 
ruling to seek a judicial stay. See para¬ 
graph (h> of this section. (For general 
procedures relating to applications for 
review, see 11.115 of this chapter.) 

• • • • • 

|FR Doc. 75-34053 Filed 12-23-75; 8:46 ami 


(Docket No. 20381; RM 24081 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Table of Assignments. Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations (Salinas-Monterey. Cali¬ 
fornia); Report and Order 

Adopted: December 16. 1975: Re¬ 
leased: December 18,1975 

1. The Commission, by the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, has under considera¬ 
tion Its Notice of Proposed Rule Making. 
adopted February 14, 1975. 49 Fed. Reg. 
8231, Inviting comments on a proposal to 
assign TV Channel 35 to Salinas-Monte- 
rcy. California. Such an assignment may 
be made without affecting existing chan¬ 
nel assignments. The proceeding was 
Initiated in response to a petition filed 
by Associates for Creative Enterprise in 
Media (ACE Media). Comments were 
filed only by the petitioner. No reply 
comments were filed. 

2. The Salinas-Monterey SMSA (pop. 
139,163) 1 Is composed of Salinas (pop. 
58.896). Monterey (pop. 26.302) and 
neighboring communities of Seaside 
(pop. 35,935). Pacific Grove (pop. 13,505) 
and Carmcl-by-the-Sea (pop. 4,525). 
Present assignments to Salinas-Monte¬ 
rey are Channels 8, 46. * *56. and 67. Cur¬ 
rent locally originated service is provided 
by Stations KSBW (Channel 8) and 
KMST (Channel 46). An applicati on fo r 
use of Channel 67 Is pending (BPET- 
464). Station K56AA, a translator, oper¬ 
ates on Channel *56. rcbroa dcast ing sig¬ 
nals originated by Station KTEH. Chan¬ 
nel *54. 8an Jose; and Station K29AB, 
a translator operating on Channel 29. 
rebroadcasts the programming of Station 
KGSC-TV. Channel 36. San Jose, Cali¬ 
fornia. 

3. The Notice pointed out that ACE 
Media, after monitoring local stations 
for a thirty-day period, alleged that a 
deficiency of minority-oriented program¬ 
ming exists. Petitioner expressed an in¬ 
tent to serve the needs of minority groups 
if Channel 35 was assigned and If it re¬ 
ceived an authorization for its use. 

4. The Notice took cognizance of com¬ 
ments In opposition to the petition for 


t All population figures are from the 1970 
US. Census. 


rule making which had been filed by Con¬ 
tinental Urban Television Corporation 
(Continental) and which were responded 
to by the petitioner. Continental is li¬ 
censee of commercial television broadcast 
station KGSC-TV, Channel 36. San Jose. 
California, and of UHF television trans¬ 
lator station K29AB, Salinas-Monterey, 
which, as mentioned above, carries the 
programming of KGSC-TV. Continen¬ 
tals opposition was premised upon the 
claim that its translator would be unable 
to continue operating effectively due to 
interference from the proposed station 
to the reception of the signal of its pri¬ 
mary station by the translator station. In 
addressing the problem of possible inter¬ 
ference, the Notice pointed out that ac¬ 
cording to | 74.702(c) (3) of the Commis¬ 
sion's Rules and Regulations ••• • • 
changes in the Television Table of As¬ 
signments (f 73.606(b) of this chapter) 
may be made without regard to existing 
or proposed television broadcast trans¬ 
lator stations. • • •" Thus, new assign¬ 
ments of TV channels may be made even 
though they may create interference to 
existing translator operations. If inter¬ 
ference does occur, the translator has the 
burden of making necessary adjustments. 
Moreover, as compared to the translator, 
the proposed Channel 35 facility will po¬ 
tentially serve a much larger area <15,000 
square miles) and provide for local origi¬ 
nation of public service programming, di¬ 
rectly serving the Salinas-Monterey area. 
Additionally, as mentioned in the Notice, 
the extent of interference to the transla¬ 
tor. if it occurs, cannot be determined un¬ 
til such time as a transmitter site for use 
of Channel 35 is known; and various 
methods exist for correcting interference 
in many cases.* 

5. In its comments, ACE Media reaf¬ 
firms Us intentions to apply for a con¬ 
struction permit and. If granted, to 
promptly begin construction of a station. 
Thus, the petitioner has demonstrated 
Its continuing Interest In providing in¬ 
creased local public service and minor¬ 
ity-oriented programming.* The Com¬ 
mission is persuaded that residents of 
the Salinas-Monterey area will benefit 
from the assignment of Channel 35 and 
that the public interest is best served 
by adopting the proposal put forth In the 
Notice. 

0. In view of the foregoing and pur¬ 
suant to authority found In Sections 4 
(i). 5(d) (1). 303 <g> and (r> and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and Section 0.281(b) (0) of the 
Commission’s Rules, it is ordered, That 
effective February 2. 1976. the Television 
Table of Assignments contained in 
$ 73.606(b) of the Commission's Rules 


•It appears that Channel 33 is the only 
TV channel that can be assigned to Sallnas- 
Monterey In conformity with spacing separa¬ 
tion requirements and without affecting 
existing assignments In the Table of Assign¬ 
ments. 

• Other parties, of course, may apply for 
use of the channel. 


and Regulations is amended with respect 
to the city listed below to read as follows: 

City: Channel .Vo, 

flalinas-Mon tcrey, 

California. 

8 + .S5-.48-. •58,67- 

7. It is further ordered . That this pro¬ 
ceeding IS TERMINATED. 

Released: December 18,1975. 
Adopted: December 16.1975. 

Federal Communication. 
Commission. 

Wallace E. Johnson, 
Chief. Broadcast Bureau 

IPR Doc.75-34654 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. 20325; RM-2335, et al ] 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Stations; Second Report 
and Order 

In the matter of amendment of 5 73.202 
tb>, Table of Assignments. FM Broad¬ 
cast Stations. < Payson, Ariz .; Paul" Val¬ 
ley, Okla ; Pine City, Minn.; Prattville, 
Ala.; Center. Tex.: Lake Arrov'h^ad. 
Calif.; Bloomfield, Ind.; Providence Ky.; 
Bethany, Mo.; Pulaski, N.Y.; Boldctna- 
Kenai, Alaska; Clear Lake, La ; and 
Silverton, Colorado) (Docket No. 20325: 
RM-2335; RM-2435; RM-2387; RM- 
2437; RM-2392; RM-2441; RM-2400; 
RM-2453; RM-2402; RM-2458; RM- 
2414: RM-2459; RM-243X 

1. In a First Report and Order rele^ed 
May 1. 1975, 40 FR 19199. the Commis¬ 
sion disposed of all the matters before 
it except RM-2335 and RM-2414. In each 
of these cases, petitioner seeks the as¬ 
signment of a first FM channel (Class A) 
to a community without requiring any 
other changes in the FM Table of Assiitn- 
ments. Each assignment can be made in 
conformance with the Commissions 
minimum mileage separation rule. Both 
petitioners state their intention to apply 
for the channel, if assigned, and to build 
a station, if authorized. There were do 
oppositions to the proposals. Support::^ 
comments were filed by the respective 
petitioners. 

2. RM-2335, Payson, Arizona. Charles 
W. Carpenter (petitioner) filed a petition 
on February 26. 1974, proposing the as¬ 
signment of Channel 280A to Payson. 
Arizona. Payson (population 1.490) 1 to 
located in Glia County (population 
255), some 65 miles northeast of Phoenix. 
Arizona. Payson has no local broadcast 
facilities. Petitioner states that radio 
stations in Phoenix. Flagstaff and Snow 
Low can be received in Payson but. be¬ 
cause of the mountainous area, reception 
is poor during the daylight hours rim 
almost nonexistent after the sun set*, 
and thus there is a need for a loan 
broadcast facility. 

3. RM-2414. Lake Arrowhead. Cali - 
fornia. Arrowhead Broadcasting Co. 

* Population figure* are from the 1970 U 5. 
Censua. 
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i Petitioner) filed a petition on May 22, 
j974. proposing the assignment of Chan¬ 
nel 280A to Lake Arrowhead, California. 
Lake Arrowhead (population 2.682) la 
U:ated in San Bernardino County (pop¬ 
ulation 684,072) some 10 miles south¬ 
east of San Bernardino, California. Peti¬ 
tioner points out that, although AM and 
FM signals are received from San Ber¬ 
nardino and other cities In the general 
vicinity. Lake Arrowhead has no local 
AM or FM transmission service, and that 
the mountainous terrain tends to block 
FM signals and give higher t h a n normal 
attenuation of AM signals. 

4. In the Notice we set opt economic 
snd other information pertaining to the 
need for ft first FM assignment in each 
of the two communities. That informa¬ 
tion is accepted as being substantially 
correct and will not be repeated here. 
We believe that each of the communities 
appears to warrant the proposed assign¬ 
ment since they have no local broadcast 
facilities and that adoption of the pro¬ 
posals would serve the public interest 

5. Under the terms of the United 
Statcs-Mexico FM Broadcasting Agree¬ 
ment the appropriate representatives of 
the United Mexican States have indi¬ 
cated that there arc no technical objec¬ 
tions to the proposed channel assign¬ 
ments. 

6. Authority for the action taken here¬ 
in is contained in Sections 4(1). 5(d) (1), 
303 and 307(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. os amended, and Section 
0.231 <b) (6) of the Commission's Rules. 

7. Accordingly. U is ordered . That ef¬ 
fective January 30. 1976, the FM Table 
o! Assignments. Section 73.202(b) of the 
CornmlssloD's Rules and Regulations, is 
amended to include the cities listed be¬ 
low: 

C(fy: Channel No. 

Arteon a: Payson... 280A 

California: Lake Arrowhead. 280A 

8. ft is further ordered , That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

(Sec*. 4. 5, 309. 307. 48 8t*t., as amended. 
1006 1068, 1082. 1083: 47 US.C. 134. 183. 309. 

307) 

Released: December 12,1975. 

Adopted: December 16.1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

seal] Wallace E. Johnson. 

Chief , Broadcast Bureau . 

|FR Doc. 75 34665 Piled 12 23-75:8 45 am) 


IPCC75 1337) 

PART 97—AMATEUR RADIO SERVICE 

Procedures for Renewal of Amateur Radio 
Service Licenses; Order 

1. The Commission intends by this 
Order to simplify procedures involved in 
the renewal of Amateur Radio Service 
licenses. We are deleting that part of 
I 97 13(a) of the Commission's Rules re¬ 
quiring an applicant renewing his Ama¬ 
teur license to state he has met certain 
code speed and operating time require- 
monta. 


2. Under ft 97.13(a) of the Rules an 
Amateur applicant seeking to renew his 
operator's license must meet two re¬ 
quirements. He must state he has law¬ 
fully accumulated either two hours oper¬ 
ating time during the last three months 
or five hours operating time during the 
last twelve months of his license term at 
an Amateur station licensed by the Com¬ 
mission. He must also state he is able 
to send and receive International Mors© 
Code at a speed not less than that at 
which he qualified for the license being 
renewed. 

3. We believe 197.13(a) to be unduly 
restrictive. Under the Commission's con¬ 
tinuing program of deregulation of the 
Amateur Radio Service wc are attempt¬ 
ing to eliminate useless and unnecessary 
regulations, and the requirments of 
ft 97.13(a) are both. Occasionally, other¬ 
wise well qualified licenses have been un¬ 
able to meet the strict requirements of 
197.13(a) because of circumstances be¬ 
yond their control. 

4. The Commission believes the im¬ 
position of operating time and code 
speed requirements for renewal of an 
Amateur license constitutes an unjusti¬ 
fiable burden on a class of people already 
shown by Commission examination to 
be qualified to operate an Amateur radio 
station. We perceive no purpose to be 
served in depriving a person of his license 
because of a Rule never shown to have 
any beneficial effect whatsoever. No one 
has ever demonstrated that any identifi¬ 
able relationship exists between the re¬ 
quirements of 197.13(a) and an indi¬ 
vidual's competence as a radio Amateur. 

5. Therefore, for the reasons cited In 
the preceding paragraphs we are delet¬ 
ing all of 197.13(a) except that part 
stating an Amateur license may be re¬ 
newed upon proper application. 

6. Authority for this amendment ap¬ 
pears in ft| 4(1) and 303 of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 
The prior notice and procedure provisions 
of the Administrative Procedure Act 5 
UB.C. ft 553, are unnecessary because the 
Commission believes the minor amend¬ 
ment adopted herein will have an insig¬ 
nificant impact on Amateur licensees and 
the public at large, and that no objection 
to such an amendment will be received. 
Since the amendment relieves a rule re¬ 
striction. the effective date may be im¬ 
mediate. pursuant to the Administrative 
Procedure Act. 

7. In view of (he foregoing, it is ordered 
that the Rule amendment as set forth 
below shall be adopted, effective Decem¬ 
ber 24.1975. 

Sees. 4, 303. 307. 48 Stat.. as amended. 1066. 
1082, 1083, 47 U.S.C. 154. 309. 307) 

Adopted: December 9.1975. 

Released: December 16.1975. 

Fedkkal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal) Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part 97 of Chapter 1 of Title 47 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 


1. Section 97.13(a) Is amended and 
note deleted to read as follows: 

§ 97.13 Renewal or moil ideation of oper¬ 
ator lirenac. 

(a) An Amateur operator license, ex¬ 
cept the Novice Class, may be renewed 
upon proper application. 

• • • • • 

|KR Doe.75-346S6 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 ami 


Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTCR A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Amendment No. 2 to service order No. 1212) 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 

Union Pacific Railroad Company Author¬ 
ized To Operate Over Tracks of Great 
Plains Railway Company 

At a Session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held In Washington. D.C., on the 
18th day of December, 1975. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1212 (40 FR 19827. 27941). 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, that: 

§ 1033.1212 Union Pacific Railroad 
Company authorised U» operate over 
track* of Great Plain* Railway Com¬ 
pany. 

Service Order No. 1212 be. and it is 
hereby, amended by substituting the fol¬ 
lowing paragraph (d) for paragraph <d) 
thereof: 

<d> Expiration date . The provisions 
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.. 
March 31, 1976, unless otherwise modi¬ 
fied, changed, or suspended by order of 
this Commission. 

Effective dale. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 pjn., Decem¬ 
ber 31. 1975. 

(Sees. 1. 12. 15. and 17(2), 24 SUt. 379. 383. 
384. an amended: 49 U.8.C. l. 12, 15. and 
17(2). Interpret# or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 
15(4), and 17(2). 40 8tat. 101, on amended. 
54 8tat. 912; 49 VBC. 1(10-17), 15(4). and 
17(2).) 

It Is further ordered . That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads. 
Car Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
road subscribing to the car service and 
car hire agreement under the terms of 
that agreement, and upon the American 
Short* Line Railroad Association; and 
that notice of this amendment be given 
to the general public by depositing a 
copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington. D.C., 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

I seal) Robebt L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-34733 Filed 12-23-75:8:46 am] 
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Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 


CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 


SUBCHAPTER B—TARING, POSSESSION. TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. SALE. PURCHASE, BARTER. EX¬ 
PORTATION, AND IMPORTATION OF WILDLIFE 


PART 18—MARINE MAMMALS 


Subpart F—Approval of State Laws and 
Regulations 


On February 13. 1975. a document was 
published in the Federal Register <40 
FR 6684) proposing to amend Part 18. 
Subchapter B ol Chapter I. Title 50 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, by (1) 
the addition of a new subpart F to the 
table of sections. <2> the addition of a 
new « 18.32 entitled "Waiver of the 
Moratorium", <3> the addition of a new 
subpart F entitled "Waiver of the Mora¬ 
torium; State Laws and Regulations," 
and (4> the amendment of 5 18.23 enti¬ 
tled “Native exceptions." 

The proposal contained a detailed de¬ 
scription of each of the four elements of 
the proposal, gave notice of the avail¬ 
ability of the State of Alaska's regula¬ 
tions concerning Pacific walrus and the 
statements required by section 103id) 
(l)-(4> of the Marine Mammal Protec¬ 
tion Act of 1973 ("the Act"). set forth a 
concise summary of procedures and a 
reference to the procedural regulations 
which would be applicable to a hearing 
concerning the proposal, and gave no¬ 
tice of the times and places where a pre- 
hearing conference and subsquent hear¬ 
ing would be held if requested as well as 
the name and address of the Presiding 
Officer and the means bv which partici¬ 
pation in a hearing could be secured. 

At the request of interested parties, a 
hearing was held in two stages. The first 
stage was held In Anchorage. Alaska, on 
March 18-22. 1975. at which the propo¬ 
nents presented their case in support of 
the proposed coo»>crativc State/Fcdoral 
conservation program. At the second 
stage held in Arlington. Virginia, on 
April 8 and 9. 1975, the opponents and 
the Marine Mammal Commission were 
afforded an opportunity to voice their ob¬ 
jections and to make their suggestions 
for changes, additions, and modifica¬ 
tions to the proposal. Fortv-flve docu¬ 
mentary exhibits and the testimony of 
fourteen witnesses were received in evi¬ 
dence; a total of 1,152 pages of tran¬ 
script were amassed. Six parties propo¬ 
nent, three parties opponent supported 
by a number of affiliated groups, and one 
non-aligned party, the Marine Mammal 
Commission, actually participated in the 
proceeding. 

Presiding Officer Joseph B. Kennedy, 
in a recommended decision issued on 
July 10. 1975, found that waiver of the 
moratorium on the taking of Pacific wal¬ 
rus was appropriate and that, subject to 
suggested changes in the proposed regu¬ 
lations and the St ite's management pro¬ 
gram, the cooperative State/Federal 
management program for Pacific walrus 
should be promulgated. I In Re; Waiver 
of the Moratorium on Walrus Under 
Regulations for a cooperative State/Fed- 
eral Conservation Program. Docket No. 


Wash. 75-1, July 10. 1975.1 The United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service excepted 
to certain recommendations made by the 
Presiding Officer concerning the Federal 
regulations, the State management pro¬ 
gram. and the contents of a new subpart 
which was suggested by the decision. 
[Exceptions to Recommended Decision 
on Behalf of United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Docket No. Wash. 75-1. 
July 31. 1975). Exceptions to the recom¬ 
mended decision were also filed by the 
Environmental Defense Fund. Project 
Monitor, Inc., and affiliated groups; 
Friends of Animals, Inc.. Committee for 
Humane Legislation; The Alaska Profes¬ 
sional Hunters Association; the Marine 
Mammal Commission; and the State of 
Alaska. Copies of the Presiding Officer's 
decision and of the exceptions filed 
thereto arc available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the Office of Hearings and Ap¬ 
peals. U.8. Department of the Interior, 
4015 Wilson Blvd.. Arlington. Virginia 
22203. or may be obtained by writing to 
the Director. U. S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

On December 2, 1975. the Director of 
the U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service is¬ 
sued a final decision in the proceeding 
concerning waiver of the moratorium on 
the taking of Pacific walrus. That deci¬ 
sion is published simultaneously with 
•hese regulations. As part of the Direc¬ 
tor's decision, the proposed regulations 
ore modified in accordance with the rec¬ 
ommended decision of the Presiding 
Officer, supra, and the exceptions thereto 
filed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice. ftiipra. both of which are hereby In¬ 
corporated by reference. 

Accordingly. Part 18 of 8ubchapter B. 
Chapter I of Title 50, CFR, is amended 
us follows: 

1. In the table of sections, a new Sub¬ 
part F Is added, reading; 

Subpart T —Waiver of the Moratorium; State Lews 
and Regulation* 

Sec. 

18.51 Purpose of regulations 
18 52 Scope of regulations 
18.53 Effective waiver of the moratorium 
18 54 Approval of State law* and regula¬ 
tions—procedure* 

18.55 Approval of Slate law* and regula¬ 
tions—criteria 

18.55 Review of approved State laws and 
regulations 
18.57 Enforcement 

18.68 List of waivers and States approved 
species 

2. Section 18.32 Is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 18.32 Waiver of the moratorium. 

See subpart F (Waiver of the mora¬ 
torium; State laws and regulations) and 
subpart G (Notice and Hearing on Sec¬ 
tion 103 Regulations) for procedures re¬ 
garding waivers of the moratorium in 
those circumstances where a state pro¬ 
vides an acceptable management pro¬ 
gram for a species or population stock 
within its jurisdiction. 

3. A new subpart F is added, reading 
as follows: 


»Bee FR Doc. 75 34836 in the Notice* sec¬ 
tion. 


Subpart F—Waiver of the Moratorium; 

State Laws and Regulations 

§18*51 Purpose of rcfbliouL 

The regulations contained in this sub¬ 
part fulfill the requirements of sections 
101, 103, and 109 of the Act for regula¬ 
tions to implement a waiver of the mora¬ 
torium in those circumstances where a 
State provides an acceptable manage¬ 
ment program for a species or popu’.a- 
tion stock within its Jurisdiction. 

§18.52 Scope of regulation*. 

(a) The provisions in this subpart ap¬ 
ply only when the Director has made a 
decision to waive the moratorium, and 
when a State has requested a determi¬ 
nation from the Director, pursuant ?o 
section 109<a)<2) of the Act. that the 
State's laws and regulations relating to 
the protection and taking, within its 
jurisdiction, of any species or popula¬ 
tion stock of marine mwnmnis. are con¬ 
sistent with the waiver of the mora¬ 
torium. the Act and the regulations in 
this subchapter which apply to such spe¬ 
cies or population stocks. The provisi jns 
set forth standards and criteria for su h 
determination by the Director and for 
subsequently waivtng the moratorium 

(b> The provisions in this subpart ap¬ 
ply to all takings of marine mammals 
subject to a waiver of the moratorium 
and approved State laws and regulations 
implementing the waiver and to Impu¬ 
tation subsequent to such takings extent 
takings for scientific research, for pub¬ 
lic display, and incidental to commer¬ 
cial fishing operations. 

§ 18.53 Effective waiver of lire mornl«»* 
rium. 

(a> The Director shall, in response to 
a request by a State under 4 18.54 for 
approval of its laws and regulations im¬ 
plementing a waiver of the moratorium, 
make such waiver as is consistent with 
the goals, policies, and provisions, and 
pursuant to the procedures of the Act 
Such waivers shall be published as no¬ 
tices In the Federal Register. 

(b) Any waiver granted in response r .o 
a request by a State under this subpart 
shall not be effective until the Director 
has approved the relevant State laws 
and regulations pursuant to i 18.54. 

<c) Upon waiver of the moratorium 
and approval of 8tate laws and regula¬ 
tions implementing the waiver under 
this subpart, subpart B of Part 18 shall 
not apply to any activities subject to 
such laws and regulations. 

§ 18.SI Approval of Stale l*w» and nf 
tilnlion*—procedure*. 

<a> Any state may request a determi¬ 
nation that its laws and regulations are 
consistent with the Act and the regu¬ 
lations in this part, and may request a 
waiver of appropriate portions of sec¬ 
tion 101 of the Act in order to allow such 
laws and regulations to take effect. 

(b) The request must be submitted in 
accordance with section 18.4(c) of this 
pari |' 

<c> Upon receipt of a request in at- 

cordance with f 18.4(c) of this part, the 
Director shall publish In the Froth* 1 
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r»:cisitk a notice of consideration of 
the laws and regulations submitted and 
u summary of the substantive ecologi¬ 
cal and biological statements required 
by section 103(d) of the Act. Such no¬ 
tice shall also set forth relevant Infor¬ 
mation concerning the right afforded 
Interested persons to request a public 
hearing in accordance with subpart G. 

<d> The Director may approve such 
State laws and regulations if they im¬ 
plement a waiver of the moratorium and 
he determines them to be consistent 
with any regulations promulgated under 
section 103 with respect to such marine 
mammals, provisions of the Act. any 
other rule or regulation promulgated 
pursuant to the Act with respect to such 
marine mammals, and the provisions of 
5 18 55 and other provisions of this 
subpart. 

<e> Upon approval, the Director shall 
publish a notice in the Fedebal Register 
stating such approval, briefly summariz¬ 
ing the management program estab¬ 
lished by the 8tatc laws and regulations, 
stating which provisions of section 101 
of the Act arc waived In order to allow 
such State laws and regulations to take 
rfleet, and the date of submission of 
the State's annual report. 

<f) Any modifications, amendments, 
deletions or additions to laws or regula¬ 
tions previously approved shall require 
review and approval by the Director 
pursuant to paragraphs (c) through <f) 
of 5 18.56 of these regulations before 
thrir adoption. 

<g) All determinations by the Director 
shall be final. 

<h> If the Director has approved State 
laws and regulations pursuant to this 
subpart, all activities conducted pursu¬ 
ant to a waiver of the moratorium, in¬ 
cluding those carried out on the high 
seas adjacent to the coast of the State, 
must be In accordance with the approved 
State laws and regulations. Any viola¬ 
tion of State laws and regulations oc¬ 
curring beyond the Jurisdiction of the 
State shall be punishable in accordance 
with section 105 of the Act. 

{ 18.35 Approval of State lawn and reg¬ 
ulation!—criteria, 

Arty 8tate which applies to the Direc¬ 
tor for approval of its laws and regula¬ 
tion* pursuant to 3 18.54 must demon¬ 
strate, to the Director’s satisfaction, 
that such laws and regulations: 

<a> Provide for a modern scientific 
resource management program. Includ¬ 
ing, but not limited to, research, census, 
law enforcement, habitat acquisition and 
improvement and. when and where ap¬ 
propriate, the periodic or total protection 
of the marine mammals In question: 

<b > Establish a program which Is based 
upon the best scientific evidence avail¬ 
able on the relevant marine ecosystem 
and the role of the marine mammals In 
Question In that ecosystem; 

<c> Establish a program which is con¬ 
sent with the primary goal of the Act, 
to maintain the health and stability of 
tlie marine ecosystem; 

<d) Establish a program which insures 
mat the species or population stock of 
murine mammals In question will be 


maintained at its optimum sustainable 
population, unless the 8tate can show 
that some other population level more 
properly maintains the health and 
stability of the marine ecosystem; 

(e) Provide appropriate maximum 
quotas and seasons, whenever a taking 
or importation is proposed, unless the 
State can show that It Is consistent with 
these criteria to hare no quota or season; 

(f) Require the automatic imposition 
of a moratorium on all taking and/or 
importing of the marine mammals in 
question whenever their number drops 
below the range of optimum sustainable 
population levels unless such diminution 
in the population is consistent with the 
health ahd stability of the relevant 
marine ecosystem. 

fg) Establish quotas, seasons, and 
other allowances and restrictions as 
necessary in accordance with the follow¬ 
ing factors: 

(1) The seasonal distribution of 
populations; 

(2) Segregation within populations by 
sex and age; 

(3) Discreteness of populations; 

(4) Population density; 

<5> Critical periods in the species life 

cycle; 

(6; Critical habitat areas; 

<7> Productivity of the population; 

<8> Species interactions; 

(9) Percentage of retrieval by hunters; 

C10 > Maximization of the utilization of 
the species; 

<11 > Other uses of the species, such as 
recreational use or incidental catch; and 

(12) Enforceability of the limitations. 

(h) Contain suitable limitations on 
the means and methods of taking which 
assure that taking will be by humane 
means and will maximize the utilization 
of each animal taken. 

(i) Contain provisions for significant 
public participation within the State in 
the process of making the rules in 
question. 

(J) Meet the criteria specified in 
9 18.4(d) of this port, to the extent such 
criteria may differ from those prescribed 
in this section. 

§ 18.56 Review of approved State lawn 
ami regulation*. 

(a) All State laws and regulations 
which have been approved shall be re¬ 
viewed annually, unless a major modifi¬ 
cation Indicates that an earlier review is 
appropriate. 

(b) In order to facilitate such a re¬ 
view, each State having approved laws 
and regulations must submit an annual 
report containing the following informa¬ 
tion current for each reporting period: 

<1) Any changes in the 8tate law's or 
regulations; 

(2) Any new data on the marine mam¬ 
mal stocks or the marine ecosystems in 
question: 

(3) All available harvest data; 

(4) A summary of all research activity 
on the stocks or ecosystem in question; 

(5) Any changes in the information 
provided with the original request for 
approval; 

(6) A summary of all enforcement ac¬ 
tivity, Including permits issued, skins 


sealed, reports under permits, investiga¬ 
tions undertaken and their dispositions; 

(7) Present budget and staffing level 
for the marine mammal activities; 

(8) Any other information which the 
Director may request, or which the State 
deems necessary or advisable. 

<c) Each State having approved laws 
and regulations shall file a special report 
within 30 days whenever any of the fol¬ 
lowing information is available: 

(1) A proposed change in a relevant 
8tate law or regulation (amendments, re¬ 
pealers, or new legislation or regula¬ 
tions) ; or 

(2) A significant natural or man¬ 
made occurrence affecting the marine 
ecosystem or the stock in question; or 

<3) An apparent over-harvest or other 
significant violation of the State man¬ 
agement program. 

(d) Upon receipt of any other report 
described in 3 18.56(b) or 18 56(c) the 
Director shall. In consultation with the 
Marine Mammal Commission determine 
whether or not the State laws and regu¬ 
lations continue to comply with the re¬ 
quirements of this subpart. 

(e) Whenever the Director prelimi¬ 
narily determines, in consultation with 
the Marine Mammal Commission, that 
the State laws and regulations are not in 
compliance with the requirements of this 
subpart, he shall publish notice of such 
determination in the Federal Register, 
inviting submission from interested per¬ 
sons. within 30 days of the date of the 
notice, of written data, views or com¬ 
ments. and requests for hearing, with re¬ 
spect to such preliminary determination. 

(f) As soon as practicable after the 30- 
day comment period described in 9 18.56 
(e>, the Director, in consultation with 
the Marine Mammal Commission, shall 
determine whether or not to finally dis¬ 
approve the State laws and regulations. 
The Director’s determination shall be 
made within 90 days after publication 
of the notice described in 9 18.56(e), un¬ 
less a hearing is held. In which case the 
determination shall be made in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act and the proce¬ 
dural regulations of subpart G of this 
part. 

<g) If the Director makes a final de¬ 
termination to disapprove proposed 
changes in State laws and regulations, 
the State shall, at the Director’s discre¬ 
tion. have the option of retaining Its ini¬ 
tially approved laws and regulations in 
which case the waiver shall remain in 
effect. AU final determinations of dis¬ 
approval shall be published In the Fed¬ 
eral Register; upon such publication 
unless a State elects within 30 days to 
retain its originally approved laws and 
regulations, any waiver conditioned upon 
approval of State laws and regulations 
as provided in 118.53(b) shall terminate, 
and the moratorium of section 101 of the 
Act shall be reinstated and supersede 
such State laws and regulations. 

$ 18.57 Enforcement. 

<a> The appropriate official In each 
State shall utilize such methods as he 
deems appropriate to assure to the max- 


fEDERAl REGISTER, VOL 40. NO. 348—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1975 






59444 

imum extent practicable that the quotas, 
seasons, and other limitations In ap¬ 
proved State laws and regulations are not 
exceeded. 

These methods may Include, but are 
not limited to, patrols, surveillance. In¬ 
vestigation. pcr/nit record-keepings and 
reporting requirements, and tagging and 
marking requirements. 

<b) The hides or skins of marine mam¬ 
mals taken pursuant to approved State 
laws and regulations, and tanned com¬ 
mercially. must be tanned at a tannery 
registered pursuant to this part. Lists of 
such tanneries may be obtained from 
agents of the Service. 

(c) Any seals attached by State offi¬ 
cials under approved State laws and reg¬ 
ulations must remain affixed until re¬ 
moved for tanning. 

§ 18.S8 IJftt of %«aivrr« and State* uj»- 
proved. ( Reserved | 

4. Section 18.23 is amended by re¬ 
designating the existing subsections (c) 
and Cd) as subsections <d> and (e>, re¬ 
spectively. and a new subsection (c> Is. 
added, reading as follows: 

§ 18,23 Native exception. 

<c> The restriction in subsection <b> 
shall not apply to parts or products of 
the Pacific walrus ( Odobenis rosmarus) 
to the extent that the waiver of the mor¬ 
atorium and the approved State/Federal 
regulations relating to the taking and 
importation of walrus permits the deliv¬ 
ery, sale, transportation or shipment of 
parts or products of the Pacific walrus 
in interstate or foreign commerce. 

Dated: December 17. 1875. 

Lykn A. Grfxnwalt. 

Director. 

Fish and Wildlife Service . 

|FR Doc.75-34637 Filed 13 23-75:8:45 am) 


CHAPTER I—U S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART 28—PUBLIC ACCESS, USE. AND 
RECREATtON 

Petit Manan National Wildlife Refuge 

The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective during the period 
April 15.1976 through November 15.1976. 

§ 28.28 Special regulations, public nr. 
ccm, urc, nnd recreation; for individ¬ 
ual wildlife refuge arras, 

Maine 

PETIT MANAN NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Entry by motor vehicle is permitted via 
Petit Manan Point Road to the desig¬ 
nated parking area for the purpose of na¬ 
ture study, photography, hiking, and 
sight-seeing during daylight hours only 
from April 15 through November 15.1976. 
Foot access only is permitted beyond the 
parking area on designated trails. Clam- 
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ml rig is permitted in accordance with 
State and Town regulations; access to 
clamming areas is by water routes only. 
Pets are permitted If on a leash not over 
10 feet in length. The picking of blue¬ 
berries for off-slte use Ls prohibited. No 
access or use of the Island portion of 
the refuge Is permitted. 

The refuge area, comprising approxi¬ 
mately 1.715 acres, is delineated on maps 
available from the Refuge Manager, 
Moosehom National Wildlife Refuge. Box 
X. Calais. Maine 04619. and from the Re¬ 
gional Director. U.8. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. Post Office and Courthouse 
Building. Boston. Massachusetts 02109. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern recreation on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 28. and 
are effective during the period April 15 
through November 15. 1976. 

Wm C. Ashe. 

Acting Regional Director. 

U.S. Fhh and Wildlife Service. 

December 17, 1975. 

[FR Doc.75-34640 Filed 12-23-76;8:45 am| 


Title 7— Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS). DEPARTMENT OF AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

(Naval Orange Regulation 350) 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

Tills regulation fixes the quantity of 
Culifomia-Arlzona Navel oranges that 
may be shipped to fresh market during 
the weekly regulation period Dec. 26-Jan. 
1. 1976. It Is Issued pursuant to the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937. as amended, and Marketing Order 
No. 907. The quantity of Naval oranges so 
fixed was arrived at after consideration 
of the total available supply of Naval 
oranges, the quantity currently available 
for market, the fresh market demand 
for Navel oranges. Navel orange prices, 
and the relationship of season average 
returns to the parity price for Navel 
oranges. 

§ 907.659 Navel orange regulation 359. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907. as amended <7 CFR Part 
907). regulating the handling of Naval 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
Information submitted by the Naval 
Orange Administrative Committee 


established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information. It is hereby 
found that the limitation of handing 
of such Naval oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the respective quantities of Naval 
oranges that may be marketed from Dis¬ 
trict 1, District 2. and District 3 durtrge 
the ensuing week stems from the pro¬ 
duction and marketing situation con¬ 
fronting the Navel orange Industry 

<l) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Naval oranges that should 
be marketed during the next succeeding 
week. Such recommendation, designed to 
provide equity of marketing opportunity 
to handlers in all districts, resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports that the fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges remained strong durtn'r 
the early part of lost week, but It fell 
sharply toward the end of the week as 
holiday buying virtually stopped, and 
activity is very slow at present. 

Prices f.o.b. averaged $4.27 a carton 
on a reported sales volume of 1.349 car- 
lots last week, compared with an average 
f.o.b. price of $4.25 per carton and sales 
of 995 carlots a week earlier. 

Track and rolling supplies at 339 cars 
were down 133 cars from last week. 

UJ) Having considered the recom¬ 
mendation and Information submitted 
by the committee, and other available 
information the Secretary finds that the 
respective quantities of Naval oranges 
whi~h may be handled should be fixed os 
hereinafter set forth. 

<3> It is hereby further found that it 
Is Impracticable and contrary’ to the rub- 
11c interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register »5 
U8.C. 553) because the time Intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based been me 
available and the time this regulation 
must become effective in order to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act is insuf¬ 
ficient. and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Navel oranges 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and view's at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information concero- 
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ing such provisions and effective time has 
been disseminated among handlers of 
such Navel oranges; it Is necessary. In 
order bo effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. to make this regulation effec¬ 
tive during the period herein specified; 
and compliance with this regulation will 
not require any special preparation on 
the part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the ef¬ 
fective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on December 22, 1975. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

<b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period De¬ 
cember 26. 1975. through Januxry 1, 
1976, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: 807.000 cartons; 

<ii> District 2: Unlimited movement; 
(ill) District 3: 43.000 cartons/’ 

<2> As used in this section, ’‘handled.** 
"District 1/* "District 2.** "District 3." 
and "carton’* have the same meaning as 
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when used In said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19. 48 Stmt. 31. as amended; 7 UJ3.a 
601-874) 

Dated: December22.1975. 

Charles R. Brader. 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division. Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Sendee. 

[PR Doc.75-84968 Plied 12-23-75; 11:18 am) 
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proposed rules 


This lection of the FEDERAL REGISTER contain* notice* to the public of the proposed ittuance of rules end regulation*. The purpose of 
these notices Is to give interested persons en opportunity to participate in the rule melt mg prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Comptroller of the Currency 
[ 12 CFR Part 8.2 ] 

ASSESSMENT OF FEES: NATIONAL BANKS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BANKS 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

The Comptroller of the Currency la 
considering amending the regulation 
governing the assessments on national 
banks and District of Columbia banks 
which is contained in 12 CFR 8.2. The 
authority for the Comptroller of the 
Currency to assess such fees may be 
found In R.S. 5240, as amended, 12 U.8.C. 
482, and in section 3, 47 Stat. 1566, 26 
D.C. Code 102. 

For the past several years, the ex¬ 
penses of the Office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency have been rising faster 
than Its revenues. Under the present as¬ 
sessment schedule, this office expects to 
suffer a $9 million deficit In 1975. This 
deficit will increase to $22 million In 1976 
If the assessment schedule Is not 
changed. 

The largest proportion of the Increase 
In expenses has been caused by general 
federal Government pay increases. The 
salary expense for the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency Increased 
109 percent between 1969 and 1975. Dur¬ 
ing this same period the total number 
of employees Increased 24 percent. 

In 1973, the Office was informed that 
after July 1, 1974. the Washington office 
and certain regional offices would no 
longer be allowed to occupy rent-free 
space In Government buildings. This 
caused a large Increase in rental ex¬ 
penses. 

Until 1973, the growth of national bank 
assets was sufficient to offset, under the 
existing assessment schedule, the In¬ 
creasing expenses. Since then, the growth 
of assets has slowed while the Office ex¬ 
penses have continued to Increase at a 
growing rate. 

Under the present assessment schedule, 
the current figure on which assessments 
on national banks la calculated is the 
total asset figure reported on the “Report 
of Condition (Consolidating Domestic 
Subsidiaries) H , with a minimum assess¬ 
ment of $200. Assets on the books of for¬ 
eign branches and foreign subsidiaries 
of national banks are not now included In 


this figure. In addition, an assessment of 
$50 is currently collected for each branch 
office. 

Large and small banks pay dispropor¬ 
tionately for the costs of maintaining the 
Comptroller's Office. The following table 
(Table 1) illustrates the extent to which 
the present assessment schedule appor¬ 
tions the burden of assessment In re¬ 
lation to the costs of examining banks of 
various sizes. The term “Relative Cost 
Coverage 0 used in this tabe is defined as 
the relationship between the income this 
Office receives from a bank and the costs 
of this Office attributable to that bank. 
Accordingly. If a bank has a relative cost 
coverage of 100 percent, it is paying its 
proportional share of the operations of 
this Office; if less than 100 percent, it Is 
paying less than Us share; If more than 
100 percent, it is paying more than its 
share. 

Take* 1 


A*4 rroop 

Un miilloas) 

Current 
retail vr awt 

Numtar 

covrrmfi* 

(porvant) 

of tanks 


Otot*_ 

27. t 

S3) 

$5 to $10. 

20l7 

m 

1)0 10 tvs. 

$7.5 

1.61$ 

$35 to $50___ 

47.5 

¥79 

$50 to m____ 

59.6 

8*7 

$75 to $100__ 

4A 4 

107 

$ionu>*voo... 

77.8 

2 03 

(300 to $800.,___ 

GO. 9 

74 

$300 to $400. 

95.8 

50 

$4® U> $500. 

103,7 

n 

$5U0 to rso. 

112.$ 

40 

$750 to $1.000. 

$1,000 to $1,500. 

100.4 

167.1 

26 

21 

$1,500 to rcjooo.. 

176.2 

111 

$2,000 to $5,000. .. 

101.2 

14 


Cvmst 

Awel nuop relstlvrcost Numt-r 

(in million*) covrrngt of banka 

(percent) 


tt.aoo to U.ooo.. 140 . S 

•4.UU0 to $5,000. 126.1 

$ 6,000 to $ 10.000 ... m 2 

» 10.000 to I^J.OOO. 125.1 

$25,000 stwl ov*. 2* 3 


Thus, large banks have been paying a 
disproportionate part of the cost of 
regulation, some paying as much as three 
times the cost associated with their own 
examination. 8maller banks have been 
paying considerably less than the cost 
associated with their examination. The 
"break even" point has been at banks of 
approximately $400 million In assets 

A simple proportional increase in the 
present assessment percentage would 
yield increased revenue, but It would also 
perpetuate the Inequities which are in¬ 
herent in the present system. 

In order to obtain a more equitable 
distribution of assessments, the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency is considering the 
adoption of on assessment schedule 
which applies a declining percentage rate 
to the total assets reported on the “Con¬ 
solidated Report of Condition (Including 
Domestic and Foreign Subsidiaries ).” It 
is proposed that both the basic flat fee 
and the separate branch fee be elimi¬ 
nated, although the basic fiat fee is to 
some extent replaced by the relatively 
high percentage rate applied to the first 
$1 million of total assets. 

The proposed assessment schedule is 
set forth in table 2 below: 

x 2 


II lh« smounl of toUl iwret* (<xx»oUd»Un* domestic sod A****m®nt will b«— 

foreign MitiitdtariM) is— 


Ortx- • But ooi ovw— Tills amount I*lui - Of uw» or«r— 


Smkms 
o 

A/t0k»n« 

$1 

0 

/Vrcrwl 

0.1000 

MUtont 

0 

st 

10 

$1,000 

.0125 

$1 

10 

50 

2.123 

.0006 

10 

10 

1'" 

5.924 

.6000 

so 

too 

$00 

*. 925 

.BORO 

11" 

500 

1.000 

S34.VV5 

.0945 

500 

1.000 

8,000 

51.424 

.0940 

!.i*i 

1,000 

10,000 

131.4 J3 

.BOM 

$.0«>0 

10.000 

2^000 

M0. 425 

.< X 82 

10.000 

20,000 

«:«. 4-3 

.0921 

20. UU ) 


If tho proposed declining assessment bank and the cost of this Office Attrib* 
schedule is adopted “the relative cost utable to that bank) wlU be as set forth 
coverage” (l.e., the relationship between in Table 3 below; 
the income this Office receives from a 
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Time 8 


Ajeet group (In millions) 


Carnot relative 
coal rovtinif* 
(percent) 


Fropoml rolrtlvi Nurahrr of 
cCM coruxt* 

(pOCOOlit) 


MO $5.... 

15 to HO- 

510 to$as. 

US to«8. 

tn U> $711. 

io»iuo. 

fimitoittO.*.. 

rmo 

WX) to $400_— 

H'U to WOO- 

*50)10 $750.. 

1750 to $1JW®.. 

$1,001) toll,500. 

fl.VOO 10 $5,000. 

fc!,uuO to 0,000. 

n.aoioujwo . 

14,000 to $5.000. 

f.«<Ho$Wl«U_ 
tlO.onotofrajDOO—„ 
f.i.000 and over- 


27.1 

40.8 

820 

2*7 

60.7 

644 

*7. ft 

74.4 

1,415 

47.5 

81.7 

070 

A0.3 

00,0 

387 

68.4 

01.4 

147 

77.4 

8*2 

242 

wvo 

88,0 

74 

07.8 

88.4 

50 

MW. 7 

00.0 

82 

111 .# 

88.4 

40 

MW. 4 

84.2 

94 

157.1 

120.4 

21 

174.2 

128.7 

10 

141.2 

114.4 

y 

HO 3 

ML9 

6 

124.8 

97.2 

4 

280.2 

174.4 

4 

33V. 1 

221.0 

6 

a** 

108.4 

8 


All assessments made after the date of 
tills proposal will be made at those rates 
finally adopted as a result of this pro¬ 
posal. The Comptroller expects to notify 
each national bank in January 1976 of 
the rates adopted and to assess each na¬ 
tional bank at those rates based on assets 
reported as of December 31. 1975. The 
assessment notices so distributed in Jan¬ 
uary 1976 will be for the assessment due 
a* of December 31, 1975. 

The Comptroller of the Currency re¬ 
quests the comments of all interested 
parties on this proposal. Comments on the 
proposed amendment should be in writ¬ 
ing, addressed to C. Westbrook Murphy. 
Deputy Comptroller for Law and Chief 
Counsel. Comptroller of the Currency, 
Washington, D.C. 20219. to be received 
prior to January 10. 1976. 

Dated: December 18, 1975. 

James E. Smith. 

Comptroller of the Currency . 

|FR Doc.75-34619 Filed 12-23-75.8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Farmers Home Administration 
[7CFR Part 1822] 

(FMHA Instruction 444 I] 

RURAL HOUSING LOANS AND GRANTS 
State Mortgage Insurance Programs 

Notice Is hereby given that the 
Farmers Home Administration (FmHA) 
has under consideration the amendment 
of 19 1822.3 (e) and (g) and 1822.10(c) 
of Subpart A of Part 1822. TiUe 7. Code 
of Federal Regulations (3g FR 44993). 
11 i* proposed that 3 1822.3(e) be 
amended to add a new subparagraph <5> 
to Include within the definition of 
owner” the holder of possessory rights 
on Indian Reservations or State-ow’ned 
lands. Section 1822.3(g) is amended, and 
a new paragraph <c> under 3 1822.10 is 
•uided to provide for use of State Mort¬ 
gage Insurance Programs as Rural Hous¬ 
ing loan security when the applicant is 
the holder of possessory rights on Indian 
KcservaUons or State-owned lands. The 
present 35 1822.3(e) (5> and 1822.10(c) 
are redesignated as subparagraphs (6) 
and paragraph (d) respectively, without 
change. Editorial changes have been 
made In paragraph (a) (I) and <3> of 


II 1822.10 to reflect the crops-referenc- 
Ing therein. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, data 
or arguments regarding the proposed 
amendments to the Office of the Chief, 
Directives Management Branch. Farmers 
Home Administration. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Room 6316. South Build¬ 
ing. Washington, D.C. 20250. on or before 
January 23. 1976. All written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice will be 
made available for public Inspection at 
the Office of the Chief. Directives Man¬ 
agement Branch, during regular business 
hours 18:15 A.M.-4:45 PM.) 

1. Section 1822.3(e) is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (5). and redes¬ 
ignating the existing paragraph (5) as 
paragraph (6). 

§ 1822.3 Definition*. 

• * * • • 

(c) Owner . • • • 

(5) The holder of possessory rights on 
an Indian Reservation or State-owned 
land when the loan is secured in accord¬ 
ance with 3 1822.10(c). 


(g) Security. "Security” includes any 
rights as interest in property of any 
kind subject to a mortgage. It also in¬ 
cludes State-provided mortgage insur¬ 
ance guaranteeing a loan in case of de¬ 
fault 


2. Section 1822.10(a) (1) and (3) are 
amended as follows; a new paragraph (c) 
Is added, and the exLsting paragraph (c) 
is redesignated as paragraph (d>. 

§ 1822.10 Security. 

(a) General. Loans other than those 
excepted under paragraph <d) of this 
section • • •« 

(1) Any loan of more than $5,000 and 
any loan scheduled for repayment in 
more than 15 years from the date of the 
note will be secured by a real estate 
mortgage as provided in paragraph (b) 
of this section, unless security Is pro¬ 
vided in accordance with paragraph (c> 
of this section. 


(3) • • • in accordance with para¬ 
graph <d) of this section. 


(c> State-provided Mortgage Insure 
ance. When the applicant is the holder 
of possessory rights on an Indian Res¬ 
ervation or State-owned land, adequate 
security in the form of mortgage insur¬ 
ance from a State agency will be accept¬ 
able. Separate State regulations covering 
loan approval and title clearance and 
closing, appropriate loan documents and 
a Memorandum of Understanding with 
the State Insuring agency should be de¬ 
veloped and used with the approval of 
the State Director and the concurrence 
of the Office of General Counsel. Ap¬ 
proval of such regulations by the Na¬ 
tional Office Is required prior to partic¬ 
ipation in any such program. 

(43 US.C. 1480; delegation of authority by 
the Sec. of Agrl.. 7 CFR 233; delegation or 
authority by the Asst. Sec. for Rural De¬ 
velopment, 7 CFR 2.70.) 

Dated: December 17. 1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator. 

Farmers Home Administration . 

(Fit Doc.75-34630 Filed 12-23-7fi;8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 
[45 CFR Part 155] 

UPWARD BOUND 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Correction 

In FR doc. 75-33700. appearing on 
page 58400 in the issue of 'Tuesday, De¬ 
cember 16, 1975, in the second column, 
the last paragraph, the date reading 
"December 29. 1975” should read "Janu¬ 
ary 15. 1976.” 

[ 45 CFR Part 157 ] 

SPECIAL SERVICES FOR OISADVANTAGEO 

STUDENTS 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Correction 

In FR doc. 75-33701, appearing on 
page 58405 in the issue of Tuesday. De¬ 
cember 16. 1975. in the second column, 
the last paragraph, the date reading 
"December 29. 1975" should read "Janu¬ 
ary 15.1976.” 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 36 ] 

| Docket No. 15181; NoUce No. 75-37A) 

PROPOSED NOISE REDUCTION STAGES 
AND ACOUSTICAL CHANGE REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS FOR SUBSONIC TRANSPORT 
CATEGORY LARGE AIRPLANES AND 
SUBSONIC TURBOJET POWERED AIR 
PLANES 

Extension of Comment Period 
The Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed in Notice No. 75-37, published 
in the Federal Register on November 5, 
1975 (40 FR 51476), to amend Part 36 to 
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provide for three stages of noise reduc¬ 
tion. to require new applications for type 
certificates to comply with noise limits 
more restrictive than those in current 
Appendix C. and to Increase the severity 
of the acoustical change requirements for 
airplanes that comply with current Ap¬ 
pendix C, as applied to subsonic trans¬ 
port category large airplanes and to sub¬ 
sonic turbojet powered airplanes. 

The Aerospace Industries Association 
of America. Inc., has requested a 60-day 
extension of time for submission of com¬ 
ments. The extension is stated to be 
needed because the proposed rule involves 
matters that require more analysis than 
con be accomplished during the current 
comment period. 

Recognizing the complex nature of the 
proposed amendment and the potentially 
far-reaching issues involved. I find that 
petitioner has shown a substantive inter¬ 
est in the proposed rule, that good cause 
exists for the extension, and that the ex¬ 
tension Is consistent with the public 
interest. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator (14 
CFR Part 11.45). the time within which 
comments on Notice No. 75-37 will be re¬ 
ceived is extended to March 8.1976. 

Issued in Washington. DC. December 
17. 1975. 

Joan B. Barriagk. 

Acting Director , 
Environmental Quality. 

[FR Doc 75 34643 Filed 13-23-75:8:45 mil 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

JAlmjmce Docket No. 75-WK 33r 

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the description of the Ox¬ 
nard. California (Ventura County Air¬ 
port) control zone. 

The airspace requirements for the Ven¬ 
tura County Airport. Oxnard. California 
have been reviewed in accordance with 
criteria contained in the United 8tates 
Standards for Terminal Instrument Pro¬ 
cedures. The review revealed that the 
description of the control zone requires 
amending to provide sufficient controlled 
airspace protection for aircraft executing 
the present VOR RWY 25 and the pro¬ 
posed ILS and LOC RWY 25 instrument 
approach procedures while operating be¬ 
low 1.090 feet above the surface. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Chief. Airspace and Procedures Branch. 
Federal Aviation Administration. 15000 
Aviation Boulevard. Lawndale, Califor¬ 
nia 90261. AU communications received 
on or before January 23. 1976. will be 
considered before action Is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
Is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 


rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, view’s, or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons In the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration. 15000 Aviation 
Boulevard. Lawndale. California 90261. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following alrsapce ac¬ 
tion. 

In 8 71.171 (40 FR 354) the description 
of the Oxnard. California (Ventura 
County Airport) control zone is amended 
as follows: 

Oxnard, CALxroitmA (VnrrvaA Comtrr A:»- 
ran) 

Within m 5 mil® redtun of Ventura County 
Airport (Utttude 34M2'02" N.„ longitude 
119*12*10" W.) and within 2 miles each sldo 
of the Ventura County Runway 25 localizer 
east course extending from the 5 mile radius 
zone to two miles east of the outer marker. 
This control zone shall be effective during 
the specific dates and times established In 
aftlranre by a Notice to Airmen. The effec¬ 
tive date and time will thereafter be con¬ 
tinuously published in the Airmen's Infor¬ 
mation Manual. 

This amendment Is proposed under author¬ 
ity of Sec. 307(a) of the Pcderal Aviation 
Act of 1058, as amended. (40 U S.C. 1348(a)). 
and of Sec. 8(c) or the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 US.C. 1056(C)). 

Issued In Los Angeles, California, on 
December 12, 1975. 

W. R. Fuchsc. 

Acting Director. Western Region. 

|FR Doc.76-34644 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71] 

| Airspace Docket No. 76-WB-381 

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Adminlstrntlon 
fct considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the description of the Polo- 
mar. California, control zone. 

An instrument landing system (ILS) 
will be installed in the near future at the 
Palomar Airport, Carlsbad, California. 
Two new approach procedures are being 
developed for this airport (ILS RWY 24 
and LOC RWY 24 >. The control zone ex¬ 
tension would provide controlled air¬ 
space for these appropriate procedures 
while aircraft arc operating below 1,000 
feet above the surface. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted In triplicate to the 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch, 
Federal Aviation Administration. 15000 
Aviation Boulevard, Lawndale. Califor¬ 
nia 90261. All communications received 


on or before January 23. 1976, will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conference 
with Federal Aviation Administration of¬ 
ficials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The propo-*l 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel. Federal 
Aviation Administration. 15000 Aviation 
Boulevard. Lawndale. California 90261. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following nirspai v 
action. 

In 8 71.171 (40 FR 354) the descrip¬ 
tion of the Palomar. California, control 
zone Is amended as follows: 

Palomar, California 

Within n 3-mlle radium of Palomar Airport 
(latitude 33*07'40" N.. longitude UTI 6 U' 
W.); within 1.5 miles each side of the Ocean- 
side VORTAC 134* radix, extending rrom the 
3-mile radius zone to 4.5 miles southeast of 
tbs VORTAC. and within 1.5 mile* each aid* 
of tbo Palomar Runway 24 localizer eo*- 
courn 3 extending from the 3-mlle radius to in¬ 
to 7,5 miles east of the airport. This control 
zone shall be effective during the specific 
dates and times established In advance by a 
Notice to Airmen. The effective date and Uni" 
win thereafter be continuously published in 
the Airman's Information Manual. 

This amendment Is proposed under authority 
of 8 ec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1058, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)), and of 
Sec. 6 (C) of the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U SC. 1655(C)). 

Issued in Lo 6 Angeles, California, on 
December 12.1975. 

W. R. Frehsk. 

Acting Director . Western Region. 

| FR Doc.75-34645 Filed 12-23-75; 8:45 am I 


[ 14 CFR Parts 71 and 73 ] 
(Airspace Docket No. 78-450-129] 
TEMPORARY RESTRICTED AREAS 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering amendments to 
Ports 71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would designate several 
temporary restricted areas over portions 
of Go., and N.C., to contain a joint mili¬ 
tary training exercise SOLID SHIELD 76. 
The designations would extend from May 
12. 1976. through May 25. 1076. Those 
areas encompassing airspace at or above 
14.500 fee MSL would also bo included 
in the continental control area for the 
duration of their time of designation. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
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Director. Southern Region. Attention: 
Chief. Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, P.O. Box 20638. At¬ 
lanta. Ga. 30320. All communications re¬ 
ceived on or before January 23.1976. will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proopsed amendments. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket wlU be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
P'txleral Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel. Attention: Rules 
Docket, AGC-24. 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue SW.. Washington. D.C. 20591. An In¬ 
formal docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Request for 
copies of this Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making should be addressed to the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration, Office of 
Information Services. Attention: Public 
Information Center. AIS-230. 800 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue SW.. Washington, D.C. 
20591. 

The proposed amendments would desig¬ 
nate the following temporary restricted 

areas: 

R-5309A Solid Shield 70 

fioundoriaa. Beginning at Lat. 36*05*00" 
N long. 79*35*00" W.; to Lot. 36*07*05'* 
long. 79*22*50" W.; thence south and east 
along R- 5311A to Lat. 85*02*45'* N.. Long. 
T9* 17 00" W ; to LaL 35*00 00'* K-. Long. 
79*17 00*' W.; to Lot. 34*57*00*' N.. Long. 
79'ifl 0O** W.: to point of beginning. 

:> ignated altitudea. Surface to 12.000 feet 
MSL. 

Tine of designation. Continuous-May 12, 
1976 through May 25, 1970. 

Controlling agency Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
ma* nd, Norfolk. Vo. 

R-S309B Solid Shtklo 70 

Tk ttndarlea. Beginning at Lat. 35*10*00** N , 
D>ng. 70*14*00" W.; to Lat. 35*10*00" N. 
Long. 79*02*30" W.: to Lat. 35*11*00" lf„ 
IcDf, 79*02*30" W.; thence went along R- 
5311A to Lat. 3512*00" N.. Long. 79*14*00" 
W u> point of beginning. 

i^signated altitudea. 1.200 feet MSL to but 
net including FL 180. 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12, 
1976. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration. Washington ARTC canter. 

Using agency. United State* Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Vo. 

R-5309C Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries Beginning at Lat. 35*10*00" N„ 
Long. 70*32*00" W.; to Lat. 35* 10*00" N . 

I-ong. 78*08*00" W.; to Lat. 35*10*00" N„ 

long. 77*59*00" W.; to Lat. 34*58*00" N„ 

Long. 78*03*00" W 4 to Lat. 35*00*00" N„ 

Long. 73*24*00" W.; to point of beginning. 

Signaled altitude*. 1.200 feet MSL to 10.- 
000 feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12, 
197S. through May 25. 1970. 

C ontrolling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Waohlngton ARTC Center. 

lJ *ing agency. United States Atlantic com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va, 

R 5309D Solid Shield 70 

Houndarles. Beginning at Lat. 33*00*00" N., 
Long. 78*24*00" W.: to Lat. 34*38*00" N. 
Long. 78*03W* W 4 to Lat. 34*49*20" N, Long. 
^a*97*30" W: to Lat 34*32*30" N-, Long. 
”3*21*30" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 7,000 feet MSI. to 10.- 
000 feet MSL. 


Time of designation. Contlnuoue- M ay 12. 
1878. through May 25. 1978. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Waohlngton ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va. 

R-8300B Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 34•53*45** N- 
Long. 78*42*00** W.; to Lat. 34*49*20" !f.„ 
Long. 70*07 30** W; to Lat 34*17 00** N„ 
Long. 78*30*00" W; to Lat. 34*25*00** 
Long. 78*43*00" W.; to Lat. 34*50 00" N, 
Long. 78*40 00" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudea. 8urfoce to 10,000 feet 
MSL north of latitude 34*30*00*' N . and 1.200 
feet MSI, to 10.000 feet MSL south of 34*30" 
N. 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12, 
1970. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United Stales Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va. 

R-53OOP Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat 35*15*00" N„ 
Long. 77*30*00" W 4 to Lat. 34*57*30" N.. 
Long. 77*02*00" W.; thence south and east 
along Restricted Areas R-6306B, C, D. and E 
to Lat. 34*30*20" N.. Long 77*15*50" W. # * 
thence 3-nautical mites from and parallel to 
the shoreline to Lat. 34*18*00** K.. Long. 

77*37'30" W 4 to Lat. 34*28*00** N.. Long. 

77*38*00** W ; to Lat 34*33*30** N.. Long. 

77*49*00" W.; to Lat. 34*51*30** N., Long. 

77*52*00" W; to Lat. 35*03*00** N„ Long. 

77*43*00" W; to Lat. 33*11*00** N., Long. 

77*30*00" W.: to point of beginning, exclud¬ 
ing that airspace from the surface to 3j000 
feet MSL within a 5-statute mile radius 
circle centered on the Albert Ell la Airport 
(Lat. 34*49*49" N.„ Long. 77*30*42" W ) and 
extending 4 nautical miles each side of the 
final approach course* for the Albert Kills 
IL8 UWY-5 <051* R) and NDB-5 (031* M) 
approaches. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to IOjOOO feet 
MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12. 
1970. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
min let rat ion. Washington ARTC Center, 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va¬ 
R-63090 Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 34*57*30" 
N- Long. 77*02*00* W; to Lat. 34*43*15" N. 
Long. 70*47*30" W.; to Lat. 34*42 «T N., 
Long. 78*64*45" W 4 to Lat. 34*50*30" N., 
Long. 77*06*00" W.; to Lat. 34*49*30" N.. 
Long. 77*10*00** W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to 3.000 feet 
MSL. 

Time of designation Continuous—May 12, 
1970. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va. 

R-5309H Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 34 *43* 15" 
N.„, Long. 70*47*30" W : to Lat. 34*38 30" 
N.. Long. 70*43’00" W.; thence west along a 
tine 3 nautical miles from and parallel to the 
shoreline to Lat. 34*37*30** N . Long 70*68*- 
20" W; thence north and east along Re¬ 
stricted Areas R-53G0C and R-5306B to point 
af beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 1200 feet MSL to FL 
180. 

Time of designation. Contlnucms—May 12. 
1970, through May 25. 1070. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk. Va. 


R- 5309 I Solid 8 hit id 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 85*18*00** 
N.. Long. 79*02*30" W ; to Lat 35*10*00** 
N_, Long. 78*08*00** W; to Lat. 35*10*00 * 

N„ Long 77*5900** W ; to Lat. 34*58 00" 

N„ Long. 78*03*00** W; to Lat. 34*49*20*’ 
Long. 78*07*30" W.; to Lat 34*17*00" 
N„ Loug 78*30*00** W: to Lat. 34*25 00 ** 
N n Long. 78*43*00" W ; to Lat. 34*50*00" 
N., Long 78*40*00" W; to Lat. 34*62*00" 

N_ Long 78* 7*45" W.. to Lat. 35*03 55" 

N„ Long. 79*05*40’* W ; thence north along 
the boundary of Restricted Area R-531LA to 
Lot. 36*11*00* N~ Long. 79*03*30** W 4 to 
paint of beginning 

Designated altitudea 10.000 feet MSI. to FL 
180 

Time of dclgnation Contlnuoue—May 12. 
1970. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk. Va. 

R-5309J Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lot. 35*10*00'* 
N^ Long. 77*59*00" W ; to Lat. 35*11W 

N„ Long. 77*36*00" W; to LaL 35*61*30** 

N.. Long. 77*52*00" W; to Lat. 34*17*20" 
N.. Long. 77*46*15" W; to Lat. 34*17*00" 

N« t Long. 78*30*00" W ; to Lat. 34*58*00** 

N., I»ng. 78*03 00" W ; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 10.000 feet MSL to FL 
180 

Time of designation. Continuous— May 12. 
1970. through May 25. 1970. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Washington ARTC Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk. Va 

R-S309K Soto Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 35*20 00" 
N, Long. 77*07*00" W 4 to Lat. 35*23 00" 
N, Long. 70*34*30" W.; thence south and 
east along Restricted Areas R 5300A. B. C. 
D and E to lat 34*30*20" N . Long. 77*15*00" 
W : thence 3 nautical miles from and parallel 
to the shoreline to Lat. 34 *18.*00** N., Long. 
77*37*30** W.; to lat. 34*17*20" N„ Long. 

77*40*15** W.: to Lat. 34*51*30" N\. Long. 

77*62*00" W.; to Lat. 35*11*00" N. Long. 

77*36*00" W: to lat. 35*24*00" N„ Long. 

77* 17*00*’ W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 10.000 feet MSL to FL 
180 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12, 
1970. through May 25. 1070 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Woihlngtcn ARTC Center, 

Using agency. United State* Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk. Va. 

R-6309L Solid Shield 70 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 32*05*00" N„ 
Long. 81*58*00" W 4 to Lat. 32*05*00" N., 
Long. 81*49*00** W ; thence south and east 
along Restricted Areas R-3005A and B to Lat. 
31-50*15" N. Long. 8l*23W W: to tat. 

31 *54*00" N. Long 81*17*00" W.; to Lat. 

31*35*00" N. long 81*23*00" W’.; to Lat. 

31*35 00" N.. Long. 82*04*30" W.; to Lat. 

31*49*00** N.. Long. 82*11*00" W.; to polnU 
of beginning. 

Depilated altitudes. 6.000 feet MSL to 
17,000 feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous—May 12. 
1976, through May 25. 1976. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Jacksonville ARTC Center 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk. Va. 

Temporary Restricted Areas R-5309B. 
H. I. J. K. and L defined above would be 
Included in the continental control area 
for the duration of their time of designa¬ 
tion. 

The proposed restricted areas would be 
used to contain a Joint military training 
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exercise. “SOLID SHIELD 76", Involving 
coordinated omphibious/airbornc assault 
operations. Several military units would 
participate: however, no ordnance would 
be expended (within the areas herein 
proposed) and also supersonic flight 
would be prohibited. Similar exercises 
have been conducted annually in the 
same general area for several years. As 
with previous exercises. ''SOLID SHIELD 
76" would provide the military services 
with an opportunity to test and evaluate 
the coordination procedures used during 
complex joint military operations. The 
proposed restricted areas would be re¬ 
quired for safety to separate nonpar¬ 
ticipating aircraft from the extensive air 
activity of the participating military 
forces. The users of the temporary re¬ 
stricted areas understand that they are 
obligated to observe the minimum sale 
altitudes prescribed in 5 91.79 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations that arc 
applicable to all nonoartlcinatlng per¬ 
sons and property on the surface. 

Throughout the exercise the using 
agency would allow scheduled air carrier 
flights and other nonparticipating air¬ 
craft into or through the temporary re¬ 
stricted areas when exercise operations 
permit The using agency would provide 
ail necessary communication lines re¬ 
quired by the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration and it would also provide a wide 
area telecommunications service number 
so that nonparticipating pilots can ob¬ 
tain clearances on an individual basis 
without charge to themselves. This num¬ 
ber would be publt e hed in Part 3 of the 
Airman's Information Manual (AIM) 
effective during the exercise period. The 
Federal Aviation Administration would 
establish temporary routing to reroute 
air carrier and other non participating 
aircraft around the restricted areas when 
clearance through the areas cannot be 
approved. 

These amendments are proposed under the 
authority of 8ec. 307(a) of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958 ( 49 UB.C. 1348(a)) and 
Sec. 8(c) of the Deoartment of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 UJ8.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 18.1975. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief , Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division . 

[FR Doc.75-34643 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40 CFR Part 40 ] 

(FR1. 472-7| 

ORE MINING AND DRESSING POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 

Extension of Comment Period 

On November 6. 1975, (40 FR 51738) 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
proposed effluent guidelines and stand¬ 
ards for the Ore Mining and Dressing 
Point Source Category, pursuant to sec¬ 
tions 301 and 304 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.8.C. section 
1251 et seq.. 86 8tat. 816). The notice of 


these proposed regulations solicited com¬ 
ments from interested persons and speci¬ 
fied that such comments would be due 
not later than December 8, 1975. 

Several requests for extensions of time 
for submission of comments have been 
received. In support of such requests, it 
has been pointed out that many mem¬ 
bers of the Affected industry operate in 
isolated areas, and additional time is 
needed for them to provide meaningful 
comments. Accordingly, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency has decided to 
grant a thirty day extension of the dead¬ 
line. The date for submission of com¬ 
ments is hereby extended to and includ¬ 
ing January 7. 1976. 

Dated: December 17.1975. 

Andrew W. BRErDENRAcn, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Water and Hazardous 6fa- 
terials. 

|TO Doc.75-34736 Filed 12-23-76:8:45 am] 

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

[ 12 CFR Parts 612 and 614 ] 

PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION AND 
LOANS 

Policy and Operations 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given that the Farm 
Credit Administration, by its Federal 
Farm Credit Board, has under consid¬ 
eration proposed amendments of its reg¬ 
ulations as set forth below in tentative 
form. These amendments would (1) re¬ 
vise the upper limit on voluntary em¬ 
ployee contributions to Bystem thrift 
plans. (2) eliminate certain restrictions 
on employee withdrawals of prior con¬ 
tributions to pension plans which are 
transferred to System thrift plans, (3) 
remove certain restrictions on the types 
of securities which may be used as col¬ 
lateral by other financing institutions in 
borrowing from or discounting with the 
Federal intermediate credit banks, and 
(4) clarify the applicability of paragraph 
<b> of 5 614.4590 of the regulations. 

Prior to final adoption of such amend¬ 
ments. consideration will be given to any 
comments or suggestions pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing 
(10 copies) no later than January 23. 
1976, to Director of Technical Services. 
Office of Credit and Operations, Farm 
Credit Administration. Washington. DC 
20578. Copies of all communications re¬ 
ceived will be available for examination 
by interested persons In the office of Di¬ 
rector. Information Division. Office of 
Administration. Farm Credit Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Chapter VI of Title 12 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (e) and <d) of 1 612.- 
2291. paragraphs (a) and (b) of 5 614.- 
4590. and 5 614.4600. These amendments 
are as follows: 

§ 612.2291 Tlirifi plan requirement*. 

• • • • • 

(c) Voluntary employee contributions 
in excess of six percent but not beyond 


the Internal Revenue limit may be per¬ 
mitted. but in no event will such excess 
employee contributions be credited with 
a matching employer contribution 
(d) In the event prior employee con¬ 
tributions to a pension plan are trans¬ 
ferred to the thrift plan, the value of 
such contributions may. at the option of 
each district board, be subject to the 
same withdrawal restrictions as defined 
in the thrift plan as are the voluntary 
contributions described in »a>. or a dis¬ 
trict board may place additional restric¬ 
tions on withdrawal. 

g 614.4590 Direct loan* to oilier tinanr- 
ing institution*. 

# • • * • 

(a) Classes of obligations approved a 
collateral. The following classes of obli¬ 
gations arc approved as collateral for di¬ 
rect loans and advances to other financ¬ 
ing institutions, subject to approval of 
the'bank to which such securities axe to 
be pledged: 

(1) Obligations of bona fide farmers 
and ranchers arising from direct credit 
extension by the financing institution. 

<2> Obligations set forth in 4 615.5140 
•a) which have been approved by the 
Farm Credit Administration for invest¬ 
ment by Institutions of the 8ystcm. 

<b) Purpose of direct loans or ad¬ 
vances. In making loans or advances to 
any other financing institution on the 
security of collateral other than that 
described in (a)(1) of this section, the 
bank will assure itself that the proceeds 
of such loans or advances will be used to 
enable the financing institution to make 
or carry loans to farmers and rancher*, 
for agricultural purposes. 

g 614.1600 General collateral. 

Other financing institutions (except 
commercial banks), as a condition 
percedent to borrowing from or discount¬ 
ing with a Federal intermediate credit 
bank, shall pledge as collateral for any 
and all obligations to, the bank. cash, 
securities set forth in 1616.5140(a) 
which have been approved by the Farm 
Credit Administration for investment by 
institutions of the System, or other 
readily marketable securities of high 
rating in an amount equal to such por¬ 
tion of its capital as shall be determined 
by the bank. At the discretion of the 
bank, commercial banking institution 
may also be required (unless prohibited 
by law or by supervlsoy authority) to de¬ 
posit acceptable collateral. Securities 
and obligations pledged with the bank 
shall be deposited under a collateral 
pledge agreement pursuant to which all 
securities and obligations so pledged, in¬ 
cluding all substitutions and addition? 
and the proceeds of any such collateral 
including all Income dertoed. shall be 
available to secure any and all obliga¬ 
tions to the bank whether direct or con¬ 
tingent. present or future. 

(Sect. 6 9, 6.13. 5.18. 85 Stat. 619. 6 20. 621) 

W. M. Harding, 

Governor. 

Farm Credit Administration 
|FR Doc.76-34649 Filed 12-23-76:8:45 am) 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47 CFH Part 73] 

(Docket No. 20656; RM-3503j 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Television Broadcast Stations: 

Cumberland and Oakland, Maryland 

1. The Commission, by the Chief. 
Broadcast Bureau, has under considera¬ 
tion a petition for rule making filed by 
the Maryland Center for Public Broad - 
casting (MCPB) seeking amendment of 
$ 73 606<b> of the Commission's rules, 
the Television Table of Assignments. 
S pctftcaUy. MCPB seeks the deletion 
without replacement of reserved Channel 
36 at Cumberland, Maryland, and its rc- 
a- i*nment as a reserved channel to Oak¬ 
land, Maryland. 

2. Cumberland (pop. 29,723) Is the seat 
of Allegany County (pop. 84,044) and is 
located 105 miles northwest of Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., on the Maryland-West Vir¬ 
ginia border. Oakland (pop. 1,786) is the 
scat of Garrett County (pop. 21,476) and 
b located 39 miles southwest of Cumber¬ 
land Because of the distance between the 
two communities. Channel *36 may not 
be used at Oakland under 173.607(b), 
which permits the use of an asslgment at 
unlisted communities within 15 miles o( 
the listed community. In addition to 
Channel *36. Cumberland Is assigned un¬ 
occupied end unapplied for Channels 52 
and 65. 

3. There arc seven educationally re¬ 
served channels presently assigned to the 
State of Maryland under $ 73.606(b), 
MCPB is licensed to operate stations on 
four of these assignments and. according 
to petitioner, plans exist for the utiliza¬ 
tion of the three remaining unoccupied 
alignments. * 1 

4 MCPB has determined, however, 
that establishment of an educational 
television broadcast facility at Cumber¬ 
land does not represent as efficient a use 
of resources as would the establishment 
of an educational facility at Oakland. We 
are told by the petitioner that approxi¬ 
mately 90% of the population of Alle¬ 
gany County, in which Cumberland is lo¬ 
cated. have the capability to receive a 
public television broadcasting service 
(either by cable or direct ofT-the-air 
reception) The corresponding figure for 
Garrett County, where Oakland is lo¬ 
cated. is approximately 33%. This 
service, petitioner indicates, is furnished 
by the three cable systems in the county 
which carry the public television pro- 
camming of the West Virginia or Penn¬ 


Th« four station* presently licensed to 
MCPB are WMPB (Channel *871 at Balti¬ 
more. WCPB (Channel •38) at Ball*bury, 
WWPB-TC (Channel *31) at Hager*town. 
a WAPB (Channel *22) at Annapolis. The 
three unoccupied assignments are Channel 
•35 at Cumberland. Channel *62 at Frederick, 
Channel •»« at Waldorf. 

1 D irect reception is provided by Station 
Wwfb-TV In Hagerstown which also serves 
r^ighbortng Washington County Hagerstown 
l* located approximately 65 miles east of 
Cumberland. 


sylvania stations. No Maryland public 
television service is available to Garrett 
County residents. 

5. Petitioner uses these figures to argue 
that establishing a facility at Cumber¬ 
land represents an expensive means of 
extending a public television service to 
the small percentage of the Allegany 
County population unable to receive 
one. For most of the persons In the 
county, such a station would merely du¬ 
plicate an existtng service. Petitioner 
acknowledges that a high-powered sta¬ 
tion operating at Cumberland would 
serve much of Garrett County. However, 
over three-fourths of the Garrett County 
residents not subscribing to cable tele¬ 
vision service live near Oakland. A high- 
powered Cumberland station, therefore, 
would not be as effective as a lower pow¬ 
ered facility oper&Ung at Oakland In 
terms of serving these Garrett County 
residents. For these reasons, petitioner 
desires to establish an educational facu¬ 
lty at Oakland rather than at Cumber¬ 
land. 

6. At the time the educational grid 
was developed within the Table of As¬ 
signments. communities were selected for 
such assignments on the basis of their 
ability to contribute to overall state¬ 
wide coverage (assuming the absence of 
specific Individual state plans). From the 
Information provided by the petitioner, 
at appears that the need for a reserved 
assignment at Cumberland has lessened 
since the adoption of that table. 

7. In view of this the Commission Is 
persuaded that a sufficient public inter¬ 
est showing has been made to warrant 
further consideration of petitioner's pro¬ 
posal In a rule making proceeding. We 
propose to consider the following revi¬ 
sions in the Television Table of Assign¬ 
ments (Section 73.606(b) of our Rules) 
with respect to the Mary land cities listed 
below: 


City 

Chsnnal No. 

Pnniit 

hopond 

CBHibwrlopd-.. . 
Ookfend. 

_ 

tsf.ie 

*86+ 




8. The Commission's authority to In¬ 
stitute rule making proceedings, show¬ 
ings required, cut-off procedures, and 
filing requirements are contained In the 
attached Appendix and are incorporated 
by reference herein. 

9. Interested parties may file com¬ 
ments on or before February 9.1976, and 
reply comments on or before March l. 
1976. 

Adopted: December 11.1975. 

Released: December 17.1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

tscALl Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief . Broadcast Bureau . 

APPENDIX 

1. Pursuant to authority found in sec¬ 
tions 4<i>, 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r> and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 


1934, as amended, and ! 0.281(b)(6) of 
the Commission's Rules. It is proposed to 
amend the TV Table of Assignments, 
Section 73.606(b) of the Commission's 
Rules and Regulations, as set forth 
above. 

2. Showings required. Comments arc 
invited on the proposal!*) discussed In 
the notice of proposed rule making to 
which this Appendix Is attached. Pro¬ 
ponent (s) will be expected to answer 
whatever questions are presented In 
Initial comments. The proponent of ^ 
proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits 
or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate Its pres¬ 
ent intention to apply for the channel if 
It is assigned, and. if authorized, to build 
the station promptly. Failure to file may 
lead to deniil of the request. 

3. Cut-off procedures . The following 
procedures will govern the consideration 
of filings in this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding Itself w f lll be considered. If 
advanced In Initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments They will not be considered 
If advanced in reply comments. (See 
1 1.420(d) of Commission rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the pro¬ 
posal (s) In this notice, they will be con¬ 
sidered as comments In the proceeding, 
and public notice to this effect will be 
given as long as they are filed before the 
date for filing initial comments herein. 
If filed later than that, they will not be 
considered in connection with the deci¬ 
sion in this docket 

4. Comments and reply comments: 
service. Pursuant to applicable proce¬ 
dures set out In If 1.415 and 1.420 of the 
Commission's rules and regulations, in¬ 
terested parties may file comments and 
reply comments on or before the dates set 
forth In the notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing to which this Appendix is attached. 
All submissions by parties to this pro¬ 
ceeding or persons acting on behalf of 
such parties must be made in written 
comments, reply comments, or other ap¬ 
propriate pleadings. Comments shall be 
served on the petitioner by the person 
filing the comments. Reply comments 
shall be served on the person (s) who filed 
comments to which the reply is directed. 
6uch comments and reply comments 
shall be accompanied by a certificate of 
service. (See § 1.420 (a). <b) and (c) of 
the Commission Rules.) 

5. Number of copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of 
the Commission’s Rules and Regula¬ 
tions. an original and four copies of all 
comments, reply comments, pleadings, 
briefs, or other documents shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commission. 

6 . Public inspection of filings. All filings 
made in this proceeding will be avail- 
abe for examination by interested parties 
during regular business hours in the 
Commission's Public Reference Room at 
Its headquarters, 1919 M Street. NW., 
Washington. D.C. 

fPR Doc.76-34867 Filed I3-23-75;8:45 am] 
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[47 CFR Part 73] 

(Docket No. 20364 RM 2336] 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

FM Broadcast Stations; Tawas City and 
Oscoda, Michigan 

1. The Commission lias under consid¬ 
eration pleadings filed in response to a 
notice of proposed rule making (40 Fed- 
Reg. 0964). adopted March 4, 1975, pro¬ 
posing the assignment of Channel 280A 
to Tawas City, Michigan (pop. 1,666). 
as its second FM assignment. Petitioner. 
Carroll Enterprises, Inc., licensee of 
WIOS, Uie only AM station in Tawas 
City, filed comments in support of the 
proposal. Lawrence Norman DeBeau, li¬ 
censee- of WDBI-FM (Channel 269A), 
the only FM station in Tawas City, filed 
comments in opposition, proposing as¬ 
signment of Channel 223 to Oscoda, 
Michigan (pop. 2,170). and modification 
of his license to operate on that channel 
at Oscoda. This, he states, would then 
make Channel 269A available for peti¬ 
tioner. when relinquished by DeBeau. so 
that Channel 280A need not be assigned. 

2. Concerning the assignment of Chan¬ 
nel 280A to Tawas City, our notice in¬ 
dicated that five communities nearby 
would be precluded from obtaining that 
channel were the proposal to be adopted. 
Petitioner submitted that alternate 
channels were available: 237A for East 
Tawas. Oscoda-Au-Sable or Wurtsmith; 
280A for East Tawas (if assigned to 
Tawas City); 276A for Gladwin or West 
Branch. Channel 276A is no longer avail¬ 
able to Gladwin or West Branch (be¬ 
cause of our recent permit grant to Sta¬ 
tion WOER-FM (Channel 273>. Bay 
City. Michigan, to move its transmitter 
alte> but Channel 249A could be assigned 
to Oladwin, and Channel 265A to West 
Branch. 

3. Lawrence Norman DeBeau objects 
to the original proposal on the grounds 
that Tawas City is too small to support 
three aural services, and that It would 
enable petitioner to obtain an AM-FM 
combination in Tawas City which would 
ultimately force DeBeau out of business. 
Thus. DeBeau proposes the assignment 
of Channel 223 to Oscoda. Michigan, 13 
miles northeast of Tawas City, and modi¬ 
fication of his license to operate on that 
channel, so that Channel 269A would be 
available for petitioner at Tawas City. 
DeBeau claims his proposal would allow 
him to compete with an AM-FM com¬ 
bination at Tawas City bv virtue of a 
financially viable Class C FM station at 
Oscoda thereby providing two independ¬ 
ent radio voices to Tawas City. Channel 
280A would not have to be assigned and 
would remain available to all of the pre¬ 
viously named communities. Oscoda 
presently has no local aural service. 

4. The competition and economic Issues 
are usually irrelevant to rule making 
proceedings, and are deferred to the 
application stage. It would not be logical, 
though, to assign a second Class A FM 
channel to a rather small community 
when there realistically appears to be 
Interest in only one. So we arc compelled 
to examine closely in this proceeding 
all the issues raised by the pleadings. 


5. Petitioner argues that the DeBeau 
counter-proposal Is not in fact a coun¬ 
terproposal but a new proposal and that 
it therefore should be stricken. The mo¬ 
tion to strike is denied. DeBeau's pro¬ 
posal is an integral part of this proceed¬ 
ing because it is germane to the issues 
U> be resolved here. The public Interest 
can best be served by consideration in 
one proceeding of all timely proposals 
that affect FM assignments and broad¬ 
cast service in Tawas City. While it is 
technically possible to grant both pro¬ 
posals. we prefer to treat them as mu¬ 
tually exclusive, because petitioner's pro¬ 
posal would assign Channel 280A to 
Tawas City and DcBeau's proposal would 
not. Petitioner also asserts that modifi¬ 
cation of DeBeau'* * license to Channel 
223 in Oscoda is Improper. With this we 
agree. 

6. DeBeau's proposal alleges that Chan¬ 
nel 223 can be assigned to Oscoda con¬ 
sistent with the Commission’s technical 
requirements. DeBeau presents a map in¬ 
dicating an antenna site, 20 miles north¬ 
west of Oscoda, to meet the spacing re¬ 
quirements. He 6tatc$ that such a station 
could serve both Oscoda and Tawas City 
with a 70 dBu signal and that, if author¬ 
ized. he will keep a studio in each town. 
For assignment of a Class C channel to 
a community of this size, we require 
Roanoke Rapids and Anamosa showings.* 
and available line of sight paths, since 
the antenna site would have to be located 
some distance from Oscoda. Were this 
a petition for a first Class A assignment 
to a small community, no preclusion 
study would be needed. We do require 
a preclusion study though In cases like 
this for a first Class C assignment.* If 
there is preclusion on any of the affected 
channels, DeBeau should show whether 
there are any other channels available 
for assignment to communities located 
within such areas. DeBeau has demon¬ 
strated a need in Oscoda for a local 
broadcast service. We remind him. peti¬ 
tioner. and other interested parties that 
assignment tflll not be made to a com¬ 
munity without a clear and affirmative 
commitment to operate a station on the 
assigned channol, if authorized. 

7. We would not modify the DeBeau 
license from 269A os Tawas City to 223 
at Oscoda. The cases cited by DeBeau in 
support of his request are inapposite here 
because they involve a channel change 
within the same community. For an as¬ 
signment to a new community, our rules 
require notice and opportunity to com¬ 
ment. If Channel 223 is assigned to Os¬ 
coda. DeBeau must file an application 
for its use. We cannot assume that there 
would be no other applicants for the 
channel. If there were. DeBeau would be 
given comparative consideration with 
any other applicants.* 

8. In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission invites comments on the follow¬ 


ed F.C.C. 2d 672 (1987) and 46 F.C.C 2d 
520 < 1074). respectively. 

* Policy to Govern Request* for Additional 
FM Assignments . 8 F.C.O. 2d 79 (1067). 

•To the extent that Forest City, SC. , 20 
F.C.C. 2d 700 (1070), U Inconsistent. It will 
no longer be considered u precedent. 


lng amendments to the FM Table of 
Assignments, Section 73.202 »b) of iu 
Rules, with respect to the communities 
listed below, to be considered in conjunc¬ 
tion with our original proposal and re¬ 
sponses thereto in the notice of proposed 
rule making (40 Fed. Reg. 8964): 


CMiuwtf No. 


Tfewas City MJch.... 2*IA 5*iA 

Oscoda, Mich..... £3 


Interested parties may also comment on 
availability of a Class A FM channel at 
Oscoda and intent to apply if such a 
channel is assigned. 

9. The Commission's authority to In¬ 
stitute rule making proceedings, show¬ 
ings required, cut-off procedures, filing 
requirements are contained in the at¬ 
tached Appendix and are Incorporated 
herein. 

10. Interested parties may file com¬ 
ments on or before February 9.1976. and 
replies to such comments on or before 
March 1,1976. 

Adopted: December 11.1975. 

Released: December 17,1975. 

Fedeiul Communications 
Commission. 

1 seal ) Wallace E. Johnson. 

Chief , Broadcast Bureau. 

Appendix 

1. Pursuant to authority Xound in Sec¬ 
tions 4(i>. 5<d><l>, 303 (g> and «n, and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and (0.281(b)(6) of 
the Commission's rules. It Is proposed to 
amend the FM Table of Assignment. 
5 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules 
and Regulations, as set forth in the 
notice of proposed rule making to which 
this Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings required . Comment ire 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in 
the notice of proposed rule making to 
which this Appendix is attached. Proro- 
nent(s) will be expected to answer what¬ 
ever questions are presented in initio! 
comments. The proponent of a proposed 
assignment is also expected to file com¬ 
ments even if it only resubmits or in¬ 
corporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its pres¬ 
ent intention to apply for the channel if 
it is assigned, and. if authorized, to build 
the station promptly. Failure to file may 
lead to denial of the request. 

3. Cut-off procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the consideration 
of filings In this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding Itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considers i 
if advanced in reply comments. (See 
5 1.420(d) of Commission rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the pro¬ 
posal^) in tills Notice, they will be con¬ 
sidered as comments in the proceeding 
and Public Notice to this effect will be 
given as long as they are filed before the 


KOEJIAL REGISTER, VOL 40. NO 248 —WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1975 












PROPOSED RULES 


59153 


date for filing initial comments herein. 
If filed later than that, they will not be 
considered in connection with the de¬ 
cision in this docket. 

4. Comments and reply comments: 
tertrtce. Pursuant to applicable proce¬ 
dures set out In Sections 1.415 and 1.420 
of the Commission's Rules and Regula¬ 
tions, interested parties may file com¬ 
ments and reply comments on or before 
the dates set forth in the notice of pro¬ 
ved rule making to which this Ap¬ 
pendix is attached. All submissions by 
parties to this proceeding or persons 
acting on behalf of such parties must be 
made in written comments, reply com¬ 
ments, or other appropriate pleadings. 
Comments shall be served on the peti¬ 
tioner by tiie person filing the comments. 
Reply comments shall be served on the 
person <s) who filed comments to which 
the reply is directed. Such comments and 
reply comments shall be accompanied by 
a certificate of service. (Sec. S 1.420 (a), 
<b> and <c) of the Commission rules.) 

5. Number of copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of 
the Commission's Rules and Regulations, 
an original and four copies of all com¬ 
ments. reply comments, pleadings, briefs, 
or other documents shall be furnished 
the Commission. 

6. Public inspection of filings. All fil¬ 
ings made in this proceeding will be 

allable for examination by interested 
parties during regular busUiess hours in 
the Commission's Public Reference Room 
at its headquarters, 1919 M 8trcct, NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 

JFR Doc.75-34058 Filed 12 23-75;8:45 am) 


[47 CFR Part 971] 

JFCC 75-1339; Docket No 206.721 

AMATEUR RADIO SERVICE 

Modifying Procedures for Renewal and 
Modification of Licenses 

By the Commission: 

1. In this Notice of Proposed Rule¬ 
making it is proposed to modify slightly 
the procedures involved in the renewal 
and modification of licenses in the 
Amateur Radio Service by amending 
U 97.13. 97.47 add 97.83 of the Com¬ 
mission's Rules. 

2. Under current procedures, a 
licensee submitting his license for re¬ 
newal or modification is afforded the 
option of enclosing with his application 
either the license being renewed or mod¬ 
ified or a photocopy thereof. 

3. Permitting the applicant to submit 
a photocopy of his original license when 
renewing or modifying that license has 
proven to be unsatisfactory. Some ap¬ 
plicants in the past have fraudulently 
altered their original licenses, photo¬ 
copied them, and submitted the photo¬ 
copies. upon which the alterations can¬ 
not be detected, to the Commission for 
renewal or modification. Such altera¬ 
tions are invariably made In order to ob¬ 
tain operating privileges for which the 
licensee has not qualified. 

4 The Commission desires to ensure 
a reliable and fair procedure for license 


renewal and modification, and to this 
end. the amendments proposed herein 
would, if adopted, require an application 
for a renewed or modified Amateur 
license to include the original license 
being renewed or modified. Photocopies 
would no longer be acceptable, except 
when an applicant applies for a new 
additional station license. In such a case 
a photocopy of the applicant's original 
primary license would be permissible. 
The amendments would also modify the 
requirement that the original operator 
license be in the possession of the 
licensee at ail times by adding an excep¬ 
tion to cover those situations in which 
the original license has been submitted 
for renewal or modification. 

5. Accordingly, wc propose to amend 
iH 97.13 (d), <e) and 97.47 <a> f <b) to 
make cleat* that the applicant's original 
license, and not a photocopy thereof, is 
required when submitting an application 
for renewal or modification of an Ama¬ 
teur station or operator license. Further, 
we propose to amend | 97.83, which re¬ 
quires the original operator license to be 
in the possession of a licensee when 
operating an Amateur station, by adding 
an exception covering those periods 
when the original license has been sub¬ 
mitted for renewal or modification. 

6. The proposed amendments to the 
Rules, as set forth below, are issued pur¬ 
suant to the authority contained in sec¬ 
tions 4<i> and 303 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended. 

7. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth In $ 1.415 of the Commission's 
rules. Interested persons arc Invited to 
file comments on or before January 22, 
1976. and reply comments on or before 
February 2,1976. All relevant and timely 
comments and reply comments wrill be 
considered by the Commission before the 
final action is taken in this proceeding. 
In reaching its decision in tills proceed¬ 
ing Ihc Commission may also take Into 
account other relevant information be¬ 
fore it, in addition to the specific com¬ 
ments invited by this Notice. 

8. In accordance with the provisions of 
f 1.419 of the Commission's Rules, an 
original and eleven copies of all state¬ 
ments, briefs, or comments shall be fur¬ 
nished to the Commission. Responses 
will be available for public Inspection 
during regular business hours In the 
Commission's Public Reference Room at 
its headquarters, 1919 M Street NW , 
Washington. D.C. 20554. 

Adopted: December 9,1975. 

Released: December 16,1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal) Vincent J. Mvluks. 

Secretary. 

Part 97 of Chapter 1 of Volume 47 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations Is 
amended as follows: 

1. 197.13(d), first sentence, and the 
last sentence of Part <e> are amended to 
read as follows: 


§97.13 Renewal or modi firallott of 
operator* lioemo. 

• • • * • 

<d> Application for renewed and/or 
modification of an Amateur operator li¬ 
cense shall be submitted on FCC Form 
610 and shall be accompanied by the ap¬ 
plicant's current original license.* * • 
<e) * * * 

Application for renewal shall be sub¬ 
mitted on FCC Form '610 and shall be ac¬ 
companied by the applicant's original ex¬ 
pired license. 

§ 97.47(») l Amended 1 • 

1. f 97.47(a) second sentence, and par¬ 
agraph (b) last sentence ore amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 97.47 Renewu] und/or modification of 
Amateur Motion liernsc. 

(a) • • • 

In even' case the application shall be 
accompanied by the applicant's current 
original license.* • • 

(b) * * • 

In every case the application shall be 
accompanied by the applicant's original 
license. 

• • • # • 

1. f 97.83 first sentence, is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 97.83 Avnilubilit? of operator llfen*c. 

Except when submitted for renewal or 
mddlflcatlon, the original operator li¬ 
cense of each operator shall be kept In 
the personal possession of the operator 
while operating an Amateur station. * * * 
[ rn Doc.75-34650 Piled 12-23-75;8:4ft am J 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[ 49 CFR Part 1023 ] 

|Ex Porte No. MC-100] 

STATE REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

• Purpose. The purpose of till* docu¬ 
ment i« to notify the public that the Na¬ 
tional AftMfriation of Regulatory Utility 
(V>mmi»»ioner* have petitioned the Com* 
mi«Moa to modify 49 ITU 1023 in regard 
to registration of motor vehicle* and 
operation* and to reu*c of rub card*. • 

By petition filed December 11. 1975, 
the National Association of Regulatory 
Utility Commissioners seek amendment 
of 49 CFR 1023 as set forth below. 
NARUC has filed this petition pursuant 
to its statutory responsibility in sec¬ 
tion 202(b) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act (49 U.S.C. 302(b)(2)). NARUC 
states that a State Commission should 
be permitted to cancel a motor carrier's 
registration of ICC operating authority 
if the carrier fails to register and Iden¬ 
tify its vehicles and drlveaway opera¬ 
tions with such State Commission for 
3 consecutive years and that a cab card 
should be permitted to be reused if pre- 
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pared for a vehicle operated under suc¬ 
cessive leases of 29 days duration or less. 

Oral hearings do not appear necessary 
at this time and none is contemplated. 
Anyone wishing to present views and evi¬ 
dence concerning the matters involved 
in tht* notice may do so by the submis¬ 
sion of written data, views, or arguments. 

Parties will be expected to present eco¬ 
nomic data and clear maps supporting 
their contentions to the extent feasible. 
An original (and 15 copies whenever 
possible) of such data, views, or argu¬ 
ments shall be filed with this Commis¬ 
sion on or before 45 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. All writ¬ 
ten submissions will be available for pub¬ 
lic inspection during regular business 
hours at the ofllces of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 12th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue, NW.. Washington. D.C. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary- 


Accordingly, it is proposed to modify 
49 CFR 1023. in the following manner: 

§ 1023.14 [Amended] 

(1) Striking the period at the end of 
the title of 49 CFR. 1023.14. and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: M ; cancel¬ 
lation. 0 : 

12) Striking the period at the end of 
49 CFR. 1023.14. and inserting In lieu 
thereof the following: provided, how¬ 

ever. that if a motor carrier fails to reg¬ 
ister and identify its vehicles and drive- 
away operations with such State Com¬ 
mission pursuant to Subpart D of this 
Part for three consecutive years, such 
Commission may caned the motor car¬ 
rier’s registration of ICC operating au¬ 
thority under this Subpart upon thirty 
days notice to the carrier at its last 
known address, and the carrier shall not 
thereafter exercise its ICC authority 
within the borders of such State unless 
and until it shall have again registered 
such authority as prescribed by the pro¬ 


visions of this Subpart and shall have 
complied with all other requirements or 
this Part."; 

§1023.32 [Amended]. 

Adding at the end of 49 CFR. 8ection 
1023.32(f). the following: “However, in 
the case of a vehicle leased by the motor 
carrier for twenty-nine consecutive days' 
duration or less, the carrier may reuse 
the cab card for the same vehicle when 
subsequently leased for twenty-nine con¬ 
secutive days’ duration or less, if it en¬ 
ters in the upper left-hand corner of the 
front of the cab card the figure and 
words *29 day lease or less* and if it en¬ 
ters an expiration date in the space pro¬ 
vided below the certificate which shall 
be within a period of fifteen months from 
the date the cab card is executed and 
shall not be later In time than the expira¬ 
tion date of any identification stamp or 
number placed on the back thereof.”; 

JFR Doc.75-34732 Pita! 12-23-75:8:45 Ami 
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and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Office of the Secretary 

(CM-5/138) 

SHIPPING COORDIh ATING COMMITTEE. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON SAFETY OF LIFE AT 

SEA 

Notice of Meeting 

The working group on subdivi>ion and 
.stability of the Subcommittee on Safety 
of Life at Sea. a subcommittee of the 
Shipping Coordinating Committee, will 
hold an open meeting at 9:30 a.m. on 
Wednesday, January 28. 1976. in Room 
8236 of the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Items to be discussed at the meeting 

Include: 

Review of the Report of the Eight¬ 
eenth Session of the Subcommittee on 
Subdivision, Load Lines and Stability of 
the Intergovernmental Maritime Con¬ 
sultative Organization <IMCO); 

Improvement of the 1966 Load Line 
Convention: 

Ships handling cargo at sea: 

Subdivision, stability and load lines 
of novel types of craft; 

Harmonization of subdivision and sta¬ 
bility requirements In various conven¬ 
tions and codes. 

Requests for further information on 
the meeting should be directed to Mr. 
Edward H. Middleton. United States 
Coast Guard. He may be reached by tele¬ 
phone on (area code 202) 426-2170. 

The Chairman will entertain com¬ 
ments from the public as time permits. 

Richard K Bank, 

Chairman. 

Shipping Coordinating Committee . 

December 16.1975. 

(FR Doc .75- 34698 Filed 12-23-76:8:45 am J 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary of Defense 

DEFENSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
WOMEN IN THE SERVICES 

Notification of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is 
hereby given that a meeting of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee of the Defense Advisory 
Committee on Women In the Sendees 
< DACOWITS» will be held February 6, 
1976 at the Pentagon. The session will be 
conducted from 9:00 ajn. to 4:00 p.m. 
and will be open to the public. 

The purpose of this meeting is to plan 
the program for the semi-annual meet¬ 
ing of the full Committee, tentatively 
^:hedu]cd for April 25-29,1976. Composed 


of 25 civilian women, DACOWITS pro¬ 
vides the Department of Defense with 
assistance and advice on matters relat¬ 
ing to women In the Armed Forces. 

Persons desiring to make oral presen¬ 
tations or submit written statements for 
consideration at the Executive Commit¬ 
tee meeting must contact Major Barbara 
P. King, DACOWITS Executive Secre¬ 
tary, OASD < Manpower and Reserve Af¬ 
fairs), Room 2B257, The Pentagon, 
Washington. D.C. 20301. telephone (202) 
Oxford 5-5153 no later than January 30. 
1976. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD {Comp¬ 
troller). 

December 19. 1975. 

|FR Doc. 75-34734 Filed 12-23-76:8:46 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Antitrust Division 

UNITED STATES V. DEREERS INDUSTRIAL 

DIAMOND DIVISION LIMITED. ET AL 

Proposed Consent Judgment and 

Competitive Impact Statement Thereon 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act. 
15 U.S.C. 16(B) through (h), that a pro¬ 
posed consent judgment and a competi¬ 
tive Impact statement as set out below 
have been filed with the United States 
District Court tor the Southern District 
of New York in Civil Action No. 74 Civ. 
5389, United States of America v. De- 
Beers Industrial Diamond Division Lim¬ 
ited , et al. The proposed judgment per¬ 
tains only to Defendants Anco Diamond 
Abrasives Corporation and Diamond 
Abrasives Corporation. The complaint in 
this case alleges that defendants con¬ 
spired among themselves to fix prices and 
allocate territories and customers for the 
sale of diamond grit. Diamond grit Is 
used as an abrasive primarily in grinding 
wheels, concrete and masonry saws and 
certain impregnated drill bits. The pro¬ 
posed Judgment enjoins defendants from 
all Illegal conduct alleged in the com¬ 
plaint and, In addition, for a period of 
five years prohibits them from attending 
<any DeBoers seminars that deals with 
anything but technical matters relating 
to diamond materials And requires them 
to deal with any purchaser of diamond 
grit who meets reasonable commercial 
standards. Public comment is invited on 
or before February 23. 1976. Such com¬ 
ments and responses thereto will be pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register and filed 
with the Court. Comments should be di¬ 
rected to Joel Davidow, Chief, Foreign 


Commerce Section. Antitrust Division, 
Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 
20530. 

Dated: December 17. 1975. 

Thomas E. Kaupkx. 

Assistant Attorney General 

Antitrust Division. 

Unfix® States District Court. Southern 
District or New York. 

United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
Dc Beers Industrial Diamond Division Lim¬ 
ited. ANCO Diamond Abrasives Corporation, 
and Diamond Abrasives Corporation. Defend¬ 
ants. Civil Action No. 74 Civ. 5380 (LPO) 
Stipulation filed: Dec. 17, 1975. 

It is stipulated by and between the under¬ 
signed ponies, by their respective attorneys, 
that: 

1. A Final Judgment in the form hereto 
attached may be filed and entered by the 
Coun, upon the motion of any party or upon 
the Court’s own motion, at any time after 
compliance with the requirements of the 
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act (15 
U3.C. f 16). and without further notice to 
any party or other proceedings, provided that 
plaintiff has not withdrawn Its consent, 
which it may do at any time before the entry 
of the proposed Final Judgment by serving 
notice thereof on defendants and by filing 
that notice with the Court. 

2 In the event plaintiff withdraws its con¬ 
sent or if the proposed Final Judgment is 
not entered pursuant to this stipulation, 
this stipulation shall be of no effect what¬ 
ever and the making of this stipulation shall 
be without prejudice to plaintiff and defend¬ 
ants In this and any other proceeding. 

Dated: December 17. 1976, 

For the plaintiff: Thomas E. Kauper, As¬ 
sistant Attorney Oeneml; Oaddia J. Rashid. 
Charles F. B. McAleer. Joel Davidow. Richard 
L. Daerr. Jr.. Stephen P. KUgriff. Roger A. 
Morrison, James A. Ollbcrt. Attorneys. Anti¬ 
trust Division: U-8. Department of Justice. 

For the Defendants: Townley, Updike, 
Carter and Rodgers, Ronald 8. Daniels, At¬ 
torneys for Defendant. Diamond Abrasives 
Corporation. Paskus. Gordon and Hyman, 
Philip H. Schaeffer. Attorneys for Defend¬ 
ant. Anco Diamond Abrasives Corporation 

Stipulation approved for filing. 

Dated December 17, 1975. 

Lee P. Gagi.iajuu. 

Untied States District Judge 

United Stater District Court South min 
District or New York 

United States of America. Plaintiff, v. De¬ 
beers Industrial Diamond Division Limited. 
Anco Diamond Abrasives Corporation, and 
Diamond Abrasives Corporation. Defendants 
ClvU Action No. 74 Civ. 5389 LPO. filed: 
December 17, 1975. 

FINAL JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff. United 8tates of America, having 
filed Its complaint herein on December 10, 
1974, and plaintiff and the consenting de¬ 
fendant* Anco Diamond Abrasives Corpora¬ 
tion and Diamond Abrasives Corporation, by 
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their attorney*, having consented to the en¬ 
try of thla Final Judgment, without trial 
or adjudication of any issue of fact or law 
herein, and without this Final Judgment 
constituting evidence or an admission by any 
party consenting hereto with respect to 
any such issue, and this Court having deter¬ 
mined pursuant to Rule 54(b) of the Fed¬ 
eral Rules of Civil Procedure that there Is 
no Just reason for delay In entering a Final 
Judgment as to all of the plaintiff's claims 
asserted in said complaint against said con¬ 
senting defendants and having directed the 
entry or such a Fiual Judgment; 

NOW. THEREFORE, without the taking of 
any testimony and without trial or adjudi¬ 
cation of any Issue of fact or law herein, 
and upon the consent of plaintiff and of said 
consenting defendants. It Is hereby OR¬ 
DERED. ADJUDGED and DECREED as 
FOLLOWS: 

I. This Court has Jurisdiction of the sub¬ 
ject matter hereof and of the parties con¬ 
senting hereto. The complaint states claims 
upon which relief may be granted against the 
consenting defendants under 8ectlon I of 
the Act of Congress of July 2. 1890. entitled 
“An Act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies,** 
commonly known as the Sherman Act, as 
amended. The making and entering of this 
Pinal Judgment shall not prejudice or estop 
plaintiff from obtaining other, further and 
different relief against the defendants not 
consenting hereto 

n. As used In the Final Judgment; (A) 
••Peraon** means any Individual, partnership, 
firm, corporation, association or other busi¬ 
ness or legal entity: 

(B) "Diamond Grit" means synthetic and 
natural diamond crushing bort. grit or pow¬ 
der used primarily, though not exclusively, 
as abrasive In metal bonded grinding wheels 
for grinding of stone, glass and ceramics; 
in resin bonded wheels for the grinding of 
tungsten carbide and certain steels; in metal 
bonded saws for cutting of concrete and 
masonry and in certain Impregnated drills. 

(C) "Subsidiary ‘ or "Affiliate" shall mean 
any person controlled by a consenting de¬ 
fendant or one in which 50 percent or more 
of the voting rights Is owned or controlled 
by a consenting defendant or by Its ma¬ 
jority shareholders. 

(D) "DeBoers" means defendant DeBeers 
Industrial Diamond Division Limited and Its 
parent companies, subsidiaries and afMlatee. 

IE) “United States" means the United 
States, any territory thereof, the District of 
Columbia and any Insular possession or other 
place under the Jurisdiction of the United 
State*. 

HI. The provisions of this Final Judgment 
applicable to the consenting defendants shall 
also apply to each of their officers, directors, 
agents and employees, their subsidiaries, suc¬ 
cessors and assigns, and to all other persons 
in active concert or participation with such 
consenting defendants who shall have re¬ 
ceived actual notice of this Final Judgment 
by personal service or otherwise This Pinal 
Judgment shall not apply to (1) transac¬ 
tions or activity solely between a consenting 
defendant and Its subsidiaries, affiliates, of- 
Rccrs, directors, agents, parent companies, 
employee* or any of them when acting In 
such capacity or (11) transactions or activity 
outside the United States which do not affect 
tho foreign or domestic commerce of the 
United States, except sales by a consenting 
defendant to the plaintiff or any agency or 
Instrumentality thereof or fttl) transactions 
or activity required by the laws or regula¬ 
tions of the Jurisdictions in which the trans¬ 
action or activity takes place. 

IV. Each consenting defendant is enjoined 
one restrained from directly or indirectly: 


(A) Entering Into, adhering to. maintain¬ 
ing. furthering, enforcing or claiming any 
rights under any contract, agreement, ar¬ 
rangement or understanding, with any other 
person to: 

(1) Fix. maintain or stabilise the price for 
tho Mile of diamond grit to any third person; 

(2) Allocate, Umlt or divide territories, 
markets or customers for the sale, produc¬ 
tion. processing or purchase of diamond grit: 

(3) Submit noncompetitive, ooilusive or 
rigged bids or quotations for any purchase or 
sale of diamond grit; 

(B) For a period of five years, permitting 
attendance by any representative of con¬ 
senting defendant at any conference, meet¬ 
ing or seminar sponsored by DeBeers for Its 
diamond grit distributors, unless such con¬ 
ference, meeting or seminar deals exclusively 
with technical matters concerning the devel¬ 
opment and application of diamond grit or 
other diamond materials. 

V. For a period of five years from the date 
of entry of this Final Judgment, consenting 
defendants are each ordered to file with 
plaintiff, every six months for the first two 
years and annually for the remaining three 
years, an affidavit In writing listing and 
describing all subjects relating to the sale or 
purchaso of diamond grit discussed by or 
communicated to the participants at any 
meeting, conference or seminar sponsored by 
DcBctr-t for !U diamond grit distributors. 

VI. For a period of ftvo year* from the 
date of entry of this Final Judgment, so long 
as such consenting defendant is selling or 
offering for sale diamond grit In the United 
States, such consenting defendant Is pro¬ 
hibited from refusing to sell to Any person 
falling within any class to which such con¬ 
senting defendant 1* then selling, who meets 
the credit and reasonable commercial stand¬ 
ards applied to Its other customers, upon 
the written request of such person. If a slip- 
ply of such diamond grit Is available in the 
form desired; except that. In the event of 
short supply of any type of diamond grit, 
such consenting defendant shall allocate 
supplies upon a reasonable and nondbcrlmi¬ 
natory basis, taking into account such fac¬ 
tors as historical purchases from consenting 
defendant. 

VEL For the purpose of determining or 
securing compliance with this Final Judg¬ 
ment and for no other purpose, and subject 
to any legally recognized privilege, upon 
written request for the Attorney General or 
the Assistant Attorney General in charge of 
the Antitrust Division and on reasonable 
notice to such consenting defendant made 
to its principal office, duly authorized repre¬ 
sentative* of the Department of Justice shall 
be permitted: 

(A) Access to such consenting defend¬ 
ant's principal office during Its office hours 
to all books, ledgers, accounts, correspond¬ 
ence, memoranda and other records and doc¬ 
uments in the possession or under the con¬ 
trol of such consenting defendant, who may 
have counsel present relating to any of tho 
subject matter contained In this Final Judg¬ 
ment; and 

(b) Subject to the reasonable convenience 
of such consenting defendant, and without 
ratralnt or interference from it. to inter¬ 
view at such consenting defendant's prin¬ 
cipal office, officers or employees who may 
have counsel present, regarding any such 
matters. 

Upon such written request of the Attorney 
General, or the Assistant Attorney Oeneral 
In charge or the Antitrust Division, such 
consenting defendant shall submit such re¬ 
ports In writing to the Department of Jus¬ 
tice with respect to any of the matters con¬ 
tained In this Final Judgment as may from 
time to time be requested. 


No information obtained by tho mca-i 
permitted in this Section VU shall be di¬ 
vulged by any representative of the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice to any other person other 
than a duly authorised representative of tha 
Executive Branch of the plaintiff, except In 
the course of legal p r o cee d ings In which the 
United States Is a party for the purpe** of 
securing compliance with this Pinal Judg¬ 
ment, or as otherwise required by law, 

Vni. Jurisdiction la retained for the pur¬ 
pose of enabling any of the parties consent- 
leg to this Final Judgment to apply to this 
Court at any time for such further orders 
or direction* as may he necessary or appro¬ 
priate for the construction or carrying out 
of this Final Judgment, for the modifies:!uu 
of any of the provisions thereof, and for tbs 
enforcement of compliance with and the 
punishment of any violations thereof. 

IX. Entry of this Pinal Judgment is In the 
public Interest. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-, 1975 

United States District Judge. 

United States Dormer Cknmr 
So ut n kan District or New Yo*k 

United States of America. Plaintiff, v. De- 
Been Industrial Diamond Division, Limited; 
ANCO Diamond Abrasives Corporation; and 
Diamond Abrasives Corporation. Defendant, 
Civil Action File No. 74 CIV 6390 (LPG; 
filed: December 17. 1975. 

COMPKTXTT VE IMPACT STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Section 2(b) of the Antitrust 
Procedures and Penalties Act (16 UjS.C I 16 
(b)-(h) P.L. 93-528 (December 21. 197*)]. 
the United States of America hereby hies 
this Competitive Impact Statement relating 
to a proposed consent Judgment In the above 
entitled action to be entered against defend- 
ante Anco Diamond Abrasives Cdrporatl* n 
and Diamond Abrasives Corporation. 

(1) Nature and purpose of the pro¬ 
ceeding. 

This action was filed on December 10. 
1974 against DeBeers Industrial Dia¬ 
mond Division Limited (“DeBoers' 4 ), a 
South African corporation, and Diamond 
Abrasives Corporation (“DAC”) and 
Anco Diamond Abrasives Corporation 
(“Anco”). United States distributor* for 
DeBeers. charging that defendants and 
other co-conspirators engaged in an un¬ 
lawful combination and conspiracy to 
restrain foreign and Interstate trade and 
commerce In diamond bort. grit and pow¬ 
der ("diamond grit") In violation of 
8ection l of the Sherman Act (15 U.S.C. 
5 l). Diamond grit is synthetic and nat¬ 
ural diamond crushing bort. grit and 
powder used primarily, though not ex¬ 
clusively, os an abrasive In metal bonded 
grinding wheels for grinding of stone, 
glass and ceramics; In resin bonded 
wheels for the grinding of tungsten car¬ 
bide and certain steels; in metal bonded 
saws for cutting of concrete and ma¬ 
sonry; and in certain impregnated drills 
The United States sought relief against 
the named defendants enjoining the 
alleged violations, prohibiting defend¬ 
ants from engaging in any other future 
conspiracies or programs hating a simi¬ 
lar purpose or effect, and such other re¬ 
lief as the nature of the case might re¬ 
quire. 
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(2) Practices and events giving rise to 
the alleged violation of the antitrust laws. 

The complaint alleges that from 1967 
to the time of filing the complaint a 
< ombinatton and conspiracy existed 
among defendants and co-conspirators 
to Ax prices, and to allocate territories 
and customers. In the sale of diamond 
grit. The parties to the conspiracy were 
the named defendants and various co- 
conspirators Including principal officers 
of the defendants and certain European 
companies. 

The Government would have contended Rt 
trial that the charges alleged In the complaint 
were substantiated by evidence of Illegal con¬ 
duct by defendants and co-conspirators aa 

follows: 

(a) participation In meetings at which 
Agreement* were made to fix prices and al¬ 
locate territories and customers In the salo 
of diamond grit; 

(b) agreement by defendant# and co-con- 
cplrators In a scheme of resale price mainte¬ 
nance for the aale of diamond grit. 

The practices giving rise to this action 
were also investigated by a federal grand 
Jury. The grand Jury Indicted the same three 
companies which are defendant# In this 
action for violations similar to those alleged 
In the complaint. On April 8. 1975. defend¬ 
ants DAC and Anco moved the Court in the 
criminal action to change their pleas frpm 
not guilty to nolo contendere. The pleas were 
accepted by the Court and DAC was fined 
*30.000 and Anco $20,000, 

In both the civil and criminal actions 
DeBoers has thus far failed to enter an ap¬ 
pearance. Proper service was made on De- 
Beers through service on DAC aa agent for 
I>Beers. DAC has denied 1U agency and this 
Issue remain# unresolved in both the civil 
and criminal cases. Direct service on De- 
Beers In South Africa and the United King¬ 
dom ha# also been Initiated In this case 
pursuant to Rule 4 of tho Federal Rule# of 
ClvU Procedure. 

The Government and DAC entered Into 
a stipulation that the Government would 
not attempt to force DAC to atand trial far 
I> Beers In the criminal or civQ case, nor 
would It attempt to collect from DAC any 
criminal fine or civil judgment Imposed on 
I>Beers. The Government reserves all right# 
to assert Jurisdiction over DeBeer* through 
DAC. DAC remains liable for Ita own partic¬ 
ipation In the conspiracy 

(3) The proposed consent judgment and 
it * anticipated effects on competition. 

The proposed consent Judgment enjoin# 
defendants from all the activities alleged to 
hare constituted the conspiracy. It !s an¬ 
ticipated that the conduct prohibited by the 
Judgment and the affirmative duties imposed 
on the consent defendants will enhance price 
competition In the diamond grit Industry 
and will Insure competitive sources of sup¬ 
ply for American users of diamond grit 
material. 

If tho proposed consent Judgment is ap¬ 
proved by the Court, the consenting defend¬ 
ants will each be enjoined from agreeing 
with any other person to hi prices, to allo¬ 
cate territories or customers, or to submit 
collusive bids for any purchase or sale of 
diamond grit. For n period of live yearn de¬ 
fendants will be enjoined from attending 
any conference or seminar sponsored by De- 
Beers for Its diamond grit distributors, unless 
the conference or seminar deals exclusively 
with technical matters concerning the de¬ 
velopment and application of diamond ma¬ 
terials. Defendants are therefore prohibited 
from attending any DeBoers seminar dealing 
with sale# Information or policies. 


For a period of live years Anoo and DAC 
are each ordered to file with the Government, 
every six months for the first two years and 
annually for the remaining three years, an 
affidavit In wrlttng listing and describing 
all subjects relating to the sale or purchase 
of diamond grit discussed at any such con¬ 
ference or similar sponsored by DeBoers for 
Its diamond grit distributors. 

For a period of five years Anco and DAC 
are prohibited from refusing to sell diamond 
grit to any person who meets the credit and 
reasonable commercial standards applied to 
their other customers. In the event of short 
supply, Anco and DAC must allocate avail¬ 
able supplies upon a reasonable and non- 
dlscrimlnatory basis. 

The consent Judgment affords the Govern¬ 
ment methods of detecting any new viola¬ 
tions by Interviewing employees or by 
Inspection of documenu and records In con¬ 
trol of defendant distributors. 8uch docu¬ 
ments and records shall be made available 
upon the Government's request. 

Any information obtained by the United 
States pursuant to the consent Judgment 
shall not be divulged except as part of en¬ 
forcement proceedings or as otherwise re¬ 
quired by law. 

The District Court retains Jurisdiction of 
the case and may modify the provisions of 
the consent Judgment or add thereto upon 
application of any of the parties to the con¬ 
sent Judgment. Also, the District Court re¬ 
tains jurisdiction for the purpose of en¬ 
forcing compliance with the consent Judg¬ 
ment or punishing violations of it. 

(4) Remedies available to potential prt- 
rafe plaintiffs. 

Any potential private plaintiffs who might 
have been damaged by the alleged violations 
will retain the same right to sue for mone¬ 
tary damages and any other legal and equi¬ 
table relief which they would have had. were 
the proposed consent judgment not entered. 
However, this Judgment may not be used 
aa prime facie evidence In private litigation 
pursuant to Section 6(a) of tho Clayton Act, 
os amended. 15 UJ3.C. 16(a). 

(5) Procedures available for modification 
of the proposed consent judgment. 

The proposed consent Judgment to subject 
to a stipulation between the United States 
and the consenting defendants which pro¬ 
vides that the United States may withdraw 
1U consent to the proposed consent Judgment 
at any time before the Court has found that 
entry of the proposed Judgment la In the 
public Interest. By Its terms, the proposed 
Judgment provides for retention of Jurisdic¬ 
tion of this action In order, among other 
things, to permit either of the parties thereto 
to apply to the Court for such orders as may 
be accessary or appropriate for its modifica¬ 
tion. 

As provided by the Antitrust Procedures 
and Penalties Act , any person believing that 
the proposed Judgment should be modified 
may. for a 60 day period prior to the effective 
date of tho proposed Judgment, submit writ¬ 
ten comment# to the United 8tntm Depart¬ 
ment of Justice. Joel Davldow. Chief. Foreign 
Commerce Section. Antitrust Division. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20530. which will hie with the 
Court and publish In the Feohial Racism 
such comments and lla response to them. 
The Department of Justice will thereafter 
evaluate any and all such comments and de¬ 
termine whether there to any reason for 
withdrawal of its consent to the proposed 
Judgment. 

(6) Alternatives to the proposed judgment 
considered by the United States. 

In view of the fact that the consent Judg¬ 
ment provides for relief which doe# not differ 
from that sought In the complaint, neither 
a substantially different judgment not full 
trial on the merits was considered an ap¬ 


propriate alternative to settlement. In ad¬ 
dition to considering provisions substan¬ 
tially similar to those contained In the pro¬ 
posed Judgment, proposals considered by the 
Government and then rejected Included a 
prohibition against providing DeBeers with 
any list of customers, a prohibition against 
participating In any aale of diamond grit 
where DeBeer# determined the price, and a 
requirement that Anco and DAC seek sup¬ 
plies of diamond grit from source# other than 
DcBcers. 

The prohibition against providing the 
names of any customers wo# considered un¬ 
necessary because any such arrangement 
with an anticompetitive effect Is already pro¬ 
hibited by Paragraph IV (A) of the Judgment. 
Moreover, there are legitimate reasons for 
giving the name# of some customers to a sup¬ 
plier. such as a list of good customers to 
bo invited to a technical seminar concern¬ 
ing new developments in the Industry. The 
injunction against consenting defendants* 
participation In a aale of diamond grit where 
DeBeers set the price was dropped because, 
if the sale was one where title passed to 
DAC or Anco. it would already violate tho 
terms of Paragraph TV (A): if title did not 
pass, DAC or Anco would be acting a# De- 
Beers* agent, and such conduct would not, 
standing alone, violate the antitrust laws. 
The requirement to seek alternative source# 
of supply was considered unnecessary because 
of the nature of the industry and the lack of 
any strong connection to the violaUon# al¬ 
leged. There appears to be no great barrier 
to the entry of other distributors Into the 
Industry if another supplier should appear, 
and thus It is doubtful that any serious new 
entrant would wish to share a distributor 
with another major supplier. Moreover. DAO 
and Anco are free to seek other source# of 
supply if they so desire. 

(7) Determinative documents. 

There are no materials or documents, 
which the Government considered determi¬ 
native, in formulating this proposed con¬ 
sent Judgment. Therefore, none Is being filed 
along with this competitive impact state¬ 
ment. 

Dated: December 17. 1975. 

Joel Davldow, Richard L. Dacrr, Jr„ 
Stephen P. Kilgrlff, Attorneys. Department 
of Justice. 

I PR Doc.75 34691 Filed 12-23-75.8:45 ami 


Drug Enforcement Administration 

(Docket No. 7S 25| 

MAX JACGBSON 
Revocation of Registration 

On June 4. 1975, the Acting Adminis¬ 
trator of the Drug Enforcement Admin¬ 
istration (DEA) Issued to Max Jacobson. 
M.D., of New York, New York, an order 
to show cause as to why the DEA regis¬ 
tration previously issued to him pursu¬ 
ant to Section 303 of the Controlled 
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 823), should 
not be revoked pursuant to Section 304 
of that Act (21 U.SC. 8241 for reason 
that on April 29. 1975. the Board of Re¬ 
gents and the Education Department of 
the State of New York revoked Dr. 
Jacobson's license and registrations to 
practice aa a physician in the State of 
New York, including his authorization to 
handle controlled substances under New 
York law. 

On June 27. 1975. Dr. Jacobson (here¬ 
inafter. "Respondent") through his at¬ 
torney requested that the DEA defer 
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further action on the order to show 
cause. Respondent was subsequently ad¬ 
vised to direct his request to the Admin¬ 
istrative Law Judge. On September 25. 
1975. counsel for the Government re¬ 
quested that the Honorable Francis L. 
Young, Administrative Law Judge, rule 
upon Respondent’s request of June 27 
and, on September 26.1975. Judge Young 
advised counsel for the Respondent and 
the Government that he would consider 
Respondent’s letter of June 27. 1975. as a 
timely request for a hearing on the order 
to show cause and a motion for post¬ 
ponement of such hearing. Judge Young 
requested that the Government provide 
him with a statement of its position on 
the motion. By letter of October 15.1975. 
counsel for the Government advised 
Judge Young of its opposition to post¬ 
ponement for reason that on June 26, 
1975, the Third Department. Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court of the 
State of New York, had denied Respond¬ 
ent’s motion for a stay of the State Edu¬ 
cation Commissioner’s Order revoking 
Respondent’s license to practice pending 
appellate review of said order and the 
underlying proceedings. 

On October 21. 1975. Judge Young de¬ 
nied Respondent’s motion for postpone¬ 
ment and ordered the parties to submit 
prehearing statements on or before No¬ 
vember 4. 1975. 

On November 10. 1975. Judge Young 
ordered that a hearing In this matter be 
held at the Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration. Washington. D.C., on December 
2, 1975. On that date, at 10 ajn.. said 
hearing commenced. Judge Young 
presiding. 

The Government offered into evidence 
in this matter documents from the State 
of New York detailing the proceedings 
before the Committee on Professional 
Conduct and the Board of Regents and 
including the Commissioner of Educa¬ 
tion’s Order revoking Respondent’s li¬ 
cense to practice. These documents 
showed that the Committee on Profes¬ 
sional Conduct had based its recommen¬ 
dation for revocation upon findings that 
the Respondent was guilty of numerous 
specifications of unprofessional conduct 
and fraud and deceit in the practice of 
medicine. The documentary evidence was 
admitted without objection. 

Counsel for the Respondent stated 
that the Respondent conceded that his 
license to practice had been revoked and 
that Respondent would not contest rev¬ 
ocation of his DEA registration upon 
condition that the Government would 
accept a stipulation to the effect that 
the DEA would expedite a new applica¬ 
tion for registration should Respondent’s 
license to practice be reinstated and pro¬ 
vided Hi at no independent grounds for 
denial or revocation then existed. Coun¬ 
sel for the Government accepted this 
stipulation on behalf of this agency. 

On December 16, 1975, Judge Young 
ruled that the Respondent had effectively 
withdrawn his request for a hearing and 
ordered that all proceedings In this mat¬ 
ter before the Administrative Law Judge 
be terminated. 


The Acting Administrator has re¬ 
viewed the facts and applicable law and 
regulations in this matter and concludes 
that, although a prlma facie case for rev¬ 
ocation has been presented, the Re¬ 
spondent's consent to revocation should 
be accepted. The aforementioned stipu¬ 
lation is hereby affirmed. 

Accordingly, under the authority 
vested in the Attorney General by Sec¬ 
tions 303 and 394 of the Controlled Sub¬ 
stances Act of 1970. 21 U.8.C. 823 and 
824, and redelegated to the Administra¬ 
tor of the Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration by $ 0.100. as amended. Title 28. 
Code of Federal Regulations, and further 
having been duly designated as Acting 
Administrator by Order No, 607-75 of 
the Attorney General, dated May 30. 
1975. in accordance with the authority 
stated therein and pursuant to the au¬ 
thority delegated to the Acting Admin¬ 
istrator by 4 0.132(d) of Title 28 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, the Acting 
Administrator hereby orders that the 
certificate of registration of Max 
Jacobson. M.D. (DEA Registration 
#AJ4502856> be revoked. 

In view of the consensual nature of 
tills revocation proceeding, this order 
shall be effective immediately upon 
publication. 

Dated: December 22.1975. 

Henry 8. Doom, 
Acting Administrator. 

{PR Doc.76 34917 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE STANDARDS AND 

GOALS 

Notice of Meeting 

This is to provide notice of meeting of 
the Organized Crime Task Force of the 
National Advisory Committee on Crimi¬ 
nal Justice Standards and Goals. 

The Organized Crime Task Force will 
be meeting at the Ramada Inn/Rosalyn. 
Dogwood Room. 1900 N. Ft. Myer Drive, 
Arlington, Virginia on January 20 and 
21. 1975. The meeting will be from 9 a m. 
to 5 p.m. both days and alii be open to 
the public. 

Discussion will focus on the review, 
comments, and vote on the following 
chapters in the report: 

1. Corruption 

2. Private 8ector and Organized Crime 

3. Business Industry and the Profes¬ 
sions 

4. Education and Training 

For further Information, contact Wil¬ 
liam T. Archey, Director. Policy Analysis 
Division, Office of Planning and Manage¬ 
ment, 633 Indiana Avenue, N.W. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

Gerald H. Yamada, 
Attorney Advisor. 
Office of General Counsel . 

|TO Doc.75 34624 FU«d 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

BOISE DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD 
MEETING 

Notice of Postponement 

Notice is hereby given that the Multi¬ 
ple Use Advisory Board meeting of the 
Boise District of the Bureau of Land 
Management scheduled for January 6. 
1976 has been postponed. 

Notice of this meeting was published 
December 11. 1975 In the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (40 FR 57699). 

The meeting will be rescheduled and 
the appropriate notice published in the 
Federal Register. 

D. Dean Bibles. 

District Manager . 

December 12, 1975. 

|Fit Doc. 75-34669 Filed 12-23-75:8:46 Sin] 


(Serial Number A 0281 ] 

ARIZONA 

Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

The Forest Sendee, United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, has filed ap¬ 
plication A 9281 for inclusion of the 
lands described below within the Na¬ 
tional Forest System and. subject to 
valid existing rights, withdrawal of the 
lands from all forms of appropriation 
except under those laws and regulation 
applicable to National Forest lands. 

The subject lands, which lie within the 
boundaries of the Sitgreaves National 
Forest, were rcconveyed to the United 
States pursuant to an exchange unde: 
section 8 of the Taylor Grazing Act ol 
June 28. 1934. as amended. 43 UJ3.C. 315g 
(1970), and are currently under the 
Jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement. Lands acquired under section 
315g which are within the exterior 
boundaries of a national forest and which 
are determined by the Secretary of Agri¬ 
culture to be suitable for administration 
as a part of the National Forest may be 
set apart and reserved by the Secretary 
of the Interior by public land order as o 
part of such National Forest pursuant 
to the Act of July 9. 1962, 43 U-S.C. 315 
g-L 

Until January 23.1976. all persons who 
w ish to submit comments, suggestion*, or 
objections in connection with tnc 
proposed withdrawal may present their 
views in writing to the undersigned of¬ 
ficer of the Bureau of Land Manage 
ment. Department of the Interior. 2400 
Valley Bank Center. Phoenix, Arizona 
85073. 

Department of Interior regulation 
provide that the authorized officer of the 
Bureau of Land Management will under¬ 
take such investigations as are neces¬ 
sary to determine the existing and po¬ 
tential demands for the lands and theii 
resources, and will prepare a report for 
consideration by the Secretary of the 
Interior who will determine whether or 
not the lands will be withdrawn as re¬ 
quested by the applicant agency. 
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The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of rec¬ 
ord. If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The lands Involved In the application 
are: 

Qnji amo Salt Rim ttauuux, Arizona 
SITGREAVES NATIONAL FOREST 

T. 13 N .. R 13 fc. 

Sec. rSftSH 8 ViNKV 4 .SK*. 

The areas described aggregate 180 
acres In Coconino County. Arizona. 

Dated: December 15.1075. 

Robert O. Buffington. 

State Director . 

I PR Doc.76-34690 Piled 12-23- 75;B:45 am) 


WYOMING STATE MULTIPLE USE 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Notkx of Meeting 

December 16. 1075. 

Notice is hereby given that the Wyo¬ 
ming State Multiple Use Advisory Board 
will meet at 8:15 ajn. January 15. 16. 
1976 at the Little America MoteL Chey¬ 
enne. Wyoming. 

The agenda will Incude a discussion of 
the Bureau’s forestry progam In Wyo¬ 
ming: the Identification of issues and 
recommendations from the Board for 
action; forage allocation for yearlings; 
data collection and exchange systems; 
and a report on the National Advisory 
Board Steering Committee meeting. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Oral or written statements may be sub¬ 
mitted for the Board’s consideration dur¬ 
ing the second day of the meeting. Such 
statements should be limited to matters 
set forth in the agenda. Those wishing 
to make an oral statement must inform 
the State Director (912). Bureau of Land 
Management. Box 1828. Cheyenne. Wyo¬ 
ming 82001. in writing by close of busi¬ 
ness January 8. 1976. Time limits for oral 
presentations may be established by the 
chairman to ensure that nil may be 
hoard within the time available for such 
statements. Any Interested person or or¬ 
ganization may flic a writen statement 
with the Board for its consideration. 
Such statements may be submitted at the 
meeting or mailed to the State Director 
(912). Bureau of Land Management, Box 
1828. Cheyenne. Wyoming 82001. 

Purther Information concerning the 
meeting may’be obtained from Mr. John 
Burnett, Chief, Office of Public Affairs, 
Bureau of Land Management. Box 1828. 
Cheyenne. Wyoming 82001. His telephone 
number is (307) 778-2220. ext. 2384. 

Dan in. P. Baker, 
State Director. 

!PR Doc, 75-34641 Plied 12 23-75;8:45 om| 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
TAKING OF WALRUS 
Decision on Waiver of Moratorium 

Pursuant to 50 CPR 18.75(c). 40 PJL 
6663 (February 13. 1975), the decision of 
the Director on the proceeding to waive 
the moratorium Imposed by the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 on the 
taking and subsequent Importation of 
Pacific walrus Is herewith published. 
There Is also published below, a draft of 
Subpart H which will be used by the 
Service as a guideline in the develop¬ 
ment of regulations to implement the 
Administrative Law Judge's recommen¬ 
dation for a new subpart to set forth spe¬ 
cific limitations concerning the taking 
and/or importation of each species of 
marine mammal for which the morator¬ 
ium is waived. Simultaneously published * 
are subpart F regulations as revised In 
accordance with the Director's decision 
and those portions of the Administrative 
Law Judge's recommendations accepted 
by the Director. Those regulations pro¬ 
vide for the Implementation of a waiver 
of the moratorium and establish stand¬ 
ards by which a state's management pro¬ 
gram for the protection and taking of a 
species of marine mammal within the 
state's jurisdiction will be evaluated. 

The Directors decision to waive the 
moratorium imposed by section 101(a) 
of the Act. 16 U.3.C. 1371(a), on the 
taking of Pacific Walrus is flnaL How¬ 
ever, the waiver of the moratorium will 
not be implemented, and Pacific Walrus 
may not be taken, unless the conditions 
set forth in the decision are satisfied 
and the State of Alaska’s management 
program, as revised In accordance with 
the Director’s decision and those por¬ 
tions of the Administrative Law Judge's 
decision adopted by the Director, is ap¬ 
proved by the Director. Upon approval by 
the Director of the revised management 
program to be submUtted by the State 
of Alaska, final regulations In subpart 
H will be promulgated to implement the 
waiver. 

Lynn A. Greenwalt, 
Director . 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service . 
December 17, 1975. 

Decision Concerning Waiver of Mora¬ 
torium on Walrus Under Regulations 
for a Cooperative State/Federal Con¬ 
servation Program (DocketNo. WASH 
75-1) 

Pollwing review of the record and 
exhibits in the proceeding In Re: Waiver 
of Moratorium on Walrus. Docket No. 
Wash 75-1,1 hereby adopt and incorpor¬ 
ate by reference those portions of the 
Administrative Law Judge’s decision 
that are not Inconsistent with my dis¬ 
cussion of the proceeding herein below. 


* 8 e« PR Doc. 75-34637, Title 50. Chapter I, 
Part 18, In the Rules and Regulations section. 


The history of this proceeding Is found 
In the Administrative Law Judge s rec¬ 
ommended decision (pages 4- 8) on file at 
the Office of the Director. U-8- Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Washington. D.C. 

Following the Administrative Law 
Judge’s recommended decision opportun¬ 
ity was provided to all parties for the fil¬ 
ing of exceptions. 

Exceptions were filed by the follow¬ 
ing parties: 

The Environmental Defense Fund. 
Project Monitor. Inc., and affiliated 
groups: Friends of Animals. Inc., and 
Committee for Humane Legislation; The 
Alaska Professional Hunters Association: 
the Marine Mammal Commission: the 
State of Alaska; and the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service. 

As all parties are aware, since enact¬ 
ment of the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act, actually no total moratorium on Uie 
taking of walrus lias existed as native 
Alaskans were allowed to take walrus 
for subsistence and cottage industry pur¬ 
poses. without bag limits or restrictions, 
as long as the taking was not in a waste¬ 
ful manner and there was no /hiding nf 
depletion of the resource. 

As I interpret my duty under the Act, 
to waive the moratorium or to allow Im¬ 
portation of marine mammals or marine 
mammal products. I must, in making 
such determination, be assured that the 
taking of such marine mammals is In 
accord with sound principles of resource 
protection and conservation as provided 
in the purposes and policies of the Act 

Tliis determination is to be made on 
the best scientific evidence available and 
in consultation with the Marine Mamma! 
Commission. The record indicates that 
all parties agree the testimony offered 
in evidence was the best scientific evid¬ 
ence available. I am satisfied that the 
testimony offered was the best scientific 
evidence available. 

The Act provides that the resource 
shall not be permitted to diminish below 
optlum sustainable population. The term 
optium sustainable population is defined 
in the Act as: 


stock, lb© number of animal* which will 
result In the maximum productivity of th© 
population or the apcciwi. keeping in mind 
the optimum carrying capacity of th© habitat 
and the health of th© ecosystem of which 
tb©y form a constituent element. 


The evidence from experts in the field 
showed that the resource exceeded the 
population level at which the maximum 
productivity rate was achieved and was 
above the minimum range of the opti¬ 
mum sustainable population. 

Although the condition of habitat for 
walrus has not evidenced any obvious 
problems related to carrying capacity it 
Is inconsistent with the principles of 
sound wildlife conservation to base man¬ 
agement actions on a clear Indication of 
habitat deterioration alone. Rather. U is 
important to consider that proper rc- 
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source conservation must be predicated 
on avoiding a situation that will lead to 
habitat deterioration. Evidence pre¬ 
sented suggests that the herds of walrus 
ore becoming crowded and that popula¬ 
tion estimates suggest that In the very 
near future the habitat will be adversely 
affected. 

The vast majority of witnesses testify¬ 
ing stated that the walrus population had 
substantially Increased under State regu¬ 
lations and indeed there was more regu¬ 
lation and control of the taking of the 
resource than under the Federal Act. 

The judge found that the scientific evi¬ 
dence available supported my prelimi¬ 
nary determination that a waiver of the 
moratorium was appropriate from the 
standpoint of population and habitat dy¬ 
namics. However. In his recommended 
decision he also found that several 
amendments and additions to the pro¬ 
posed State regulations would be required 
to insure the population level and to pre¬ 
vent commercial exploitation of the 
resource. 

It is my decision to proceed in that 
manner and waive the moratorium upon 
satisfactory amendments to the State 
regulations to guarantee the health and 
welfare of the species and the well-being 
and stability of the marine ecosystem. 

My decision is to let the procedural is¬ 
sues brought to the attention of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge stand per the 
judge's decision, as that was the forum 
for those matters and arguments of 
counsel were put forth on the record. 

The Federal Regulations 

With respect to the proposed Federal 
regulations. I reject the Administrative 
Law Judge's recommendation that sub¬ 
part F apply generally to all species. This 
proceeding is limited to walrus. We In¬ 
tend to publish in the future regulations 
of general applicability which will per¬ 
tain to all species. 

Additionally. I reject the Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge's recommendations as to 
the following sections: 

Section 18.3 (RD. at 20 >. Placing the 
definition of population stock in section 
38.3 would be redundant and serve no 
useful purpose since the expression is de¬ 
fined in section 3(11) of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1972. 

Section 18.54(e) (R.D. at 25). In the 
fifth line of this section, the “If any" is 
superfluous. Because this Subpart F deals 
exclusively with approval of state laws 
and regulations pursuant to a waiver of 
the moratorium, at the least the mora¬ 
torium provision of section 101 will be 
waived. Thus there will always be at least 
one provision of section 101 waived and 
the “if any" is inappropriate. 

8ection 18 54(h) iR D. at 28>. The Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge recommends 
that the StAte laws and regulations be 
adopted as Federal regulations. I believe 
that the language below provides for a 
more workable regulatory framework, 
and I adopt that language: 

If the Director has approved State laws 
And regulation* pursuant to tbla aubpart. all 
activities conducted pursuant to a waiver 
of the moratorium. Including those carried 


out on the high aeaa adjacent to the coast 
of the State must ho in accordance with the 
approved State laws and regulations. Any 
violation of 8tate law* and regulations oc¬ 
curring beyond the Jurisdiction of the State 
shall be punishable In accordance with sec¬ 
tion 105 of the Act. 

Thus, the Federal regulation would re¬ 
quire all activities conducted pursuant to 
a waiver of the moratorium, including 
those carried out on the high seas, to be 
In accordance with the approved State 
laws and regulations. 

I am In agreement with the recom¬ 
mendation for a new subpart H to more 
specifically delineate the scope and na¬ 
ture of the waiver as it applies to walrus 
and the conditions precedent to approval 
and adoption of the State law and regu¬ 
lations: however it is my decision to 
modify those recommendations relating 
to subpart H as attached. 

Reconsideration oj waiver on walrus. 
I have determined that continuance of 
the waiver of the moratorium on wal¬ 
rus should be reconsidered in connection 
with the application of the State of 
Alaska for return of management of the 
8 other species; such reconsideration, 
however, to be to the extent that any 
new evidence has been developed be¬ 
tween the closing of the record in this 
proceeding and the opening of the record 
in the proceeding on the other 8 species. 
Recommendation number 4 <R.D. at 69) 
Is hereby modified and adopted as 
follows: 

4. Continuance of the waiver of the 
moratorium and approval of the cooper¬ 
ative State/Federal management pro¬ 
gram for Pncific Walrus be reconsidered 
in connection with the application of the 
State of Alaska for return of manage¬ 
ment responsibility for marine mammal 
species within Its jurisdiction; such re¬ 
consideration to be limited to (1) new 
evidence developed subsequent to the 
close of the record in the walrus proceed¬ 
ing, and (2) the interrelationships be¬ 
tween walrus and the other species under 
consideration. 

The 8tate Program 

The areas in which it is my decision 
to vary from the Administrative Law 
Judge's recommended decision with re¬ 
spect to the State management program 
are based on the extensive record. 

1. Use of High Caliber Rifle (RD. at 
49>. It Is my decision to restrict the tak¬ 
ing of walrus by non-subsistence hunters 
to a hand held rifle using a center fire 
cartridge of not less than 2,500 foot 
pounds of muzzle energy. As the record 
reflects, other than for hunting walrus, 
such a weapon would be of very little 
use to the Native and other subsistence 
hunters, and would be very expensive 
for them to acquire. I therefore reject 
the Administrative Law Judge's recom¬ 
mendation of a 30.06 rifle for all hunters. 

2. Shooting Walrus in Water (RD. at 
50). The recommendation that walrus 
be taken only on ice would impose undue 
hardship on those Native hunters -vho 
might find walrus only In water. Many 
walrus shot on ice will tumble into the 
water whence they must be retrieved. 
If a harpoon is available, and Us avail¬ 


ability is required by this decision, the 
problem of retrieval from water will be 
minimized. Thas, the hunter is proper! 
equipped and able to retrieve walru 
from water. I reject the Administrative 
Law Judge's recommendation that thei r 
be a prohibition against shooting walrui 
in water. 

3. Prohibition on killing a pregnant or 
nursing cow, nursing calves or calves less 
than eight months (RD. at 51). The ALJ 
based this recommendation upon section 
102(b) of the Act which prohibits, tntex- 
alia, importation of pregnant, nursing or 
less than eight months old marine mam¬ 
mals. However, upon approval of state 
laws and regulations, section 109 of the 
Act prorides that the “Provisions of this 
Act • • • shall not apply • • Thus, 
section 102 is not applicable upon ap¬ 
proval of state laws and regulations. 

Moreover, calf hides and other pares 
are utilized by Natives for various pur¬ 
poses. Again, the State has recognized 
such use and its bag limits accommod ate 
those uses. Additionally, to distinguish i 
3.000 pound pregnant female from a 
non-pregnant one, particularly in the 
early stages of pregnancy, is a ta.sk o! 
no easy accomplishment. I reject Uie 
ALJ's recommendation that there be a 
prohibition on killing o pregnant or 
nursing cow, nursing calves or calves 
less than eight months. 

4. Marking of Raw Ivory (R.D at 48» 
While the recommendation that raw 
Ivory be marked Is laudable and was suk* 
Rested by the Fish and Wildlife Service 
the Sendee testified that at the present 
there is no existing satisfactory method 
for marking and accounting for ivory 
This recommendation of the ALJ will be 
held In abeyance pending a study which 
will be undertaken by the Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service to devise a satisfactory meth¬ 
od of marking raw ivory. 

5. Prohibition on Taking of Females 
for Ivory Alone (R.D. at 50). The record 
indicates that for certain purposes Ivory 
from females is more desirable than that 
from males. The State has recognized 
this fact and allows the taking of a lim¬ 
ited number of walrus for ivory' alone 
The State's bag limit of 5 female walru* 
has resulted tn a great increase In the 
walrus population over the 15-year pe¬ 
riod during which the 8tate had juris¬ 
diction over walrus. Thus, I believe that 
a prohibition on the taking of fomr.Ir 
walrus for ivory alone Is unnecessary and 
I reject that recommendation of the AU 

UB. Fish and Wildlife Service enforce¬ 
ment personnel will enforce the State 
regulations and State officials will en¬ 
force Federal regulations. This is pres¬ 
ently accomplished by the deputation 
of State officials as Federal officers and 
Federal officers as 8tate officers. 

Conclusion 

I am required by section 109*a> <3» o t 
the Act. to continuously monitor and 
review the laws and regulations of the 
State to insure that such laws and regu¬ 
lations are in substantial compliance 
with the provisions of the Marine Mam¬ 
mal Protection Act and to resume re¬ 
sponsibilities under the Act upon a find¬ 
ing of non-compliance. 
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It is my decision to waive the mora¬ 
torium* and implement the Federal/ 
State management program In accord¬ 
ance with the Federal regulations devel¬ 
oped by the Fish and Wildlife Service. 

This determination is contingent upon 
my approval of Alaska State laws and 
regulations revised in accordance with 
the foregoing discussion and those por¬ 
tions >of the Administrative Law Judge’s 
decision pertaining to the State’s man¬ 
agement program (Administrative Law 
Judge decision at 44-51 > which I have 
adopted. A final notice of waiver will be 
published in the Federal Register upon 
my approval of the revised State laws 
and regulations. 

Lynn A. Gheenwalt. 

Director. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

December 17,1975. 

Note: The regulation* In draft form as met 
forth below ore Issued for guidance only. 

Subpart H—Waiver of Moratorium on Tak¬ 
ing and Importation of Individual Marine 
Mammal Species 

I 1890 Purpose of regulations. The regu¬ 
lations contained In this subpart fulfill the 
requirements of section 103 of the Act for 
regulations to govern the taking and Impor¬ 
tation of each species of marine mammal for 
which the moratorium Impored by section 
101 has been waived. 

I 18.91 Scope of regulation*, (a) The pro¬ 
visions in this HUbpart apply only after ( 1 ) 
the Director has made s decision to waive a 
moratorium pursuant to section 101(a)(3) 
(A) of the Act, (2) the opportunity for a 
hearing required by section 103(d) of the 
Act has been provided, and (3) the Director 
has made a determination, in the case of 
State laws and regulations, to approve such 
State laws and regulations pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 100(a) (2) of the Act and subpart F of 
this part. 

(b) The provisions of this subpart, unless 
specifically stated, apply to all taking and/or 
importation of each species of marine mam¬ 
mal for which the moratorium has been 
waived other than takings for scientific 
research or public display, which are gov¬ 
erned by section 18,31. of this part, or 
takings Incidental to commercial fishing 
operations which arc governed by section 
18.24 of this part. 

5 16.92 Pacific waif us i (Alaska), 

(a) Pursuant to sections 101 (a) (3) (A), 103. 
and 109 of the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act of 1072. the moratorium on the hunting 
und killing of Pacific walrus (Odobenia 
'oimanu) in waters or on lands subject 
to the jurisdiction of the State of Alaska, the 
United States, or on the high seas by any 
person, vessel, or conveyance subject to the 
Jurisdiction of the 8 tate of Alaska or the 
United 8 tates. Is waived, effective with pub¬ 
lication of a notice of approval of the laws 
and regulations of the State of Alaska, 
subject to tho following terms and condi¬ 
tions: 

(1) The exemption for hunting and killing 
of Poctfic walrus by Alaskan natives under 
action 101(b) of the Act is rescinded and 
hnperseded by the regulations relating to 
the hunting and killing of Pacific walrus as 
forth In this section. 


(2) Hunting and killing of Pacific walrus 
by Alaskan natives will be accomplished In 
the manner and In accordance with the 
limitations set forth In this section. 

(3) Sport hunting of Psctflc walrus by 
licensed sport hunters will be accomplished 
In the manner and In accordance with the 
limitations set forth In this section. 

(4) Officers, employees or agents of the 
State of Alaska may take Pacific walrus In 
accordance with a State research or con¬ 
servation program approved by the Director 
in connection with the approval of the State's 
laws and regulations pursuant to subpart P 
of these regulations. 

(5) Importation of Pacific walrus taken 
on the high seas will be permitted only when 
Imported into the State of Alaska, and when 
taken In accordance with the limitations of 
this section. 

( 8 ) No part or product of a Pacific walrus 
taken under the provisions of thU section 
may be shipped on interstate or foreign 
commerce unless It Is marked, tagged, or 
otherwise Identified as required by 8 tate law 
or regulation and such mark. tag. or other 
identification remains on the part or product 
until the final stages of processing. 

(7) The taking or Importation of Pacific 
walrus by all other persons, vessels, or other 
conveyances remains subject to the mora¬ 
torium and the prohibition! set forth In 
the Marine Mammal Protection Act and sub- 
part B of the*» regulations. 

( 8 ) Whenver retrieved takings exceed 3,000 
walrus In any regulatory year, or the walrus 
herds diminish below the range of opurmtm 
stistaluable population, the moratorium on 
the taking of walrus provided for In section 
101(a) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act, 
18 U&.C. section 1371(a) wilt*automatically 
be rcImposed. 

<b) All activities conducted pursuant to 
a WAiver of the moratorium. Including thoae 
carried out on the high seas adjacent to the 
coast or the State of Alaska must be In ac¬ 
cordance with title 16 of the Alaska Statutes 
and the approved regulations promulgated 
thereunder. 

(c) A violation of the provisions of the 
preceding subsection which occurs beyond 
the jurisdiction of the State of Alaska shall 
be punishable in accordance with section 103 
of the Act. 

|PR Doc.75-34636 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

(Notlc© No. 104) 

COTTON 

Hinds and Madison Counties, Mississippi, 
and AJI Counties in Alabama and Louisiana 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in 5 401.103 of TtUe 7 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, the time for filing ap¬ 
plications for cotton crop Insurance in 
Hinds and Madison Counties. Missis¬ 
sippi, and all counties In Alabama raid 
Louisiana, where such insurance is other¬ 
wise authorized to be offered Is hereby 
extended until the close of business on 
April 20.1976. Such applications received 
during this period will be accepted only 
after it Is determined that no adverse 
selectivity will result. 

(seal j m. R. Peterson, 

Afanapcr. Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. 

|PR Doc 76 34724 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


(Notice No 105| 

RICE 

Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mississippi 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
5 401.103 of Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, the time for filing applica¬ 
tions for rice crop insurance in Arkansas. 
Louisiana, and Mississippi, where such 
insurance is otherwise authorized to be 
offered is hereby extended until the close 
of business on April 20.1976. Such appli¬ 
cations received during this period will 
be accepted only after it is determined 
that no adverse selectivity will result. 

[seal 1 M. R. Peterson. 

Manager . Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. 

(FR Doc.75-34725 FUl* 12-23-76.8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

SEMICONDUCTOR TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act. 5 U.S.C. 
App. I (Supp. IV. 1974), notice U hereby 
given that a meeting of the Semiconduc¬ 
tor Technical Advisory Committee will 
be held on Wednesday. January 23. 1976. 
at 9:30 a.m. In Room 3817, Main Com¬ 
merce Building. 14th and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington. D.C. 

The Semiconductor Technical Advi¬ 
sory Committee was initially established 
on January 3, 1973. On December 20. 
1974. the Acting Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, approved the rccharter 
and extension of the Committee for two 
additional years, pursuant to Section 5 
<c> < 1 > of the Export Administration Act 
of 1969. as amended, 50 U.S.C. App. Sec. 
2404(c)(1) and the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. 

The Committee advises the Office of 
Export Administration. Bureau of East- 
West Trade, with respect to questions 
involving technical matters, world-wide 
availability and actual utilization of pro¬ 
duction and technology, and licensing 
procedures which may affect the level of 
export controls applicable to semicon¬ 
ductor products. Including technical data 
related thereto, and Including those 
whose export is subject to multilateral 
<COCOM> controls. 

The Committee meeting agenda has 
four parts: 

General Sea&lan: (1) Opening remark* by 
the Chairman. (2) Presentation of paper* or 
comment* by the pubne. (3) Dtecuxston of 
Integrate* circuit*. 

Executive 5eiudon: (4) DUcuosian of mat¬ 
ter* properly classified under Executive Order 
11652 dealing with the US. and COCOM 
control program and atrateglc criteria related 
thereto. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the General Session, at which a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits members of the pub¬ 
lic may present oral statements to the 
Committee. Written statements may be 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 248—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24. 1975 








59162 

submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. 

With respect to agenda item (4). the 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Com¬ 
merce for Administration, with the con¬ 
currence of the delegate of the General 
Counsel, formally determined on No¬ 
vember 25. 1975. pursuant to Section 
10(d) of the Federal Advisory Commit¬ 
tee Act that the matters to be discussed 
In the Executive Session should be ex¬ 
empt from the provisions of the Act re¬ 
lating to open meetings and public 
participation therein, because the Execu¬ 
tive Session will be concerned with 
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(1), Le.. 
it is specifically required by Executive 
Order 11652 that they be kept confi¬ 
dential in the Interest of the national 
security. All materials to be reviewed 
and discussed by the Committee during 
the Executive Session of the meeting 
have been properly classified under the 
Executive Order. All Committee mem¬ 
bers have appropriate security clear¬ 
ances. 

Copies of the minutes of the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting will be available upon 
written request addressed to the Freedom 
of Information Officer, Room 3100, 
Domestic and International Business 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington. D.C. 20230. 

For further information, contact Mr. 
Charles C. Swanson. Director. Operations 
Division. Office of Export Administration. 
Domestic and International Business Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 1620. U.8. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce. Washington. D.C. 
20230. telephone: A/C 202/967-4196. 

In accordance with paragraph (4) of 
the Order of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in 
Aviation Consumer Action Project, et of., 
v. C. Langhome Washburn, et al, Sep¬ 
tember 10. 1974. as amended. September 
23. 1974 (Civil Action No. 1836-73). the 
Complete Notice of Determination to 
close portions of the series of meetings of 
the Semiconductor Technical Advisory 
Committee and of any subcommlttese 
thereof Is hereby published. 

Dated: December 22.1975. 

Rauzh H. Meyek. 

Director . Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration , Bureau ol East- 
West Trade . 

Notitk or DmnuiiNATioN 

In response to written request* of repre¬ 
sentatives of a substantial segment of the 
semiconductor industry, the Semiconductor 
Technical Advisory Committee was estab¬ 
lished by the Secretary of Commerce pur¬ 
suant to Section 5(c)(1) of the Export Ad¬ 
ministration Act of 1909. aa amended. 50 
TJ- 8 .C. App. Section 3404(0(1). to advise the 
Department of Commerce with respect to 
questions involving technical matters, world¬ 
wide availability, and actual utilization of 
production and technology, and licensing 
proodures which may affect the level of ex¬ 
port controls applicable to semiconductors, 
including technical data related thereto, and 
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including those whose export Is subject to 
multilateral (COCOMl controls. 

The Committee, which currently has seven 
members representing Industry and seven 
members representing government agencies, 
will terminate no later than January 3. 1977, 
unless extended by the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce. All members of the Committee bars 
the appropriate security clearance. 

The Committee s actlvtUaa are conducted 
In accordance with the provisions of Section 
6(c)(1) of the Export Administration Act of 
1969. as amended, the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U. 8 .C. App. 
1 (Supp. IV. 1974). and the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget Circular A-63 (Re¬ 
vised). Advisory Committee Management, 
effective May 1. 1974 Section 10 of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act provides, among 
other things, that the meetings of advi¬ 
sory committees are to be open to the public, 
and to public participation, unless the head 
of the agency (or hi* delegates) to which the 
committee reporta detcrmlnea In writing that 
all. or some portion, of the agenda of the 
meeting of the committee la concerned with 
matter* listed in Section 552(b) of Title 5 of 
the United States Code- 

Section 552(b)(1) of Title 5. United SUtea 
Code, provide* that information may be 
withheld from the public if It concemi mat¬ 
ters specifically required by Executive Or¬ 
der to be kept secret in the Interest of the 
national defense or foreign policy, and are 
in fact properly classified pursuant to such 
Executive Order. 

In order to provide advloo to the Depart¬ 
ment under the terms of Its charter, the 
Committee and formal subcommittees there¬ 
of win continue to hold a series of meetings 
dealing with the matters set forth in the 
first paragraph of this Determination. These 
COCOM control list as it relates to Uie cum- 
meetings will Include discussions of the 
modltlea and technical data under Its pur¬ 
view. and with the foreign availability of 
these commodities and technical data. In 
addition, the Committee and Its formal sub¬ 
committees will be preparing recommenda¬ 
tions for the Department's consideration re¬ 
lating to the US. Government's negotiating 
position on COCOM-related matters. Much 
of the Information relating to the COCOM 
control list, oa well as Intelligence relating 
to foreign availability. Is now or will be se¬ 
curity classified for national security or for¬ 
eign policy reasons, pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 11653. 3 CJP-R. 339 (1974). In order 
for the Committee and Its formal subcom¬ 
mittees to provide required advice to the 
U. 8 , Government, it will be necessary to 
provide the Committee and Us formal sub¬ 
committees with such classified material. 
Therefore, the portions of the series of meet¬ 
ings or the Committee and of subcommittees 
thereof that will involve discussions of mat¬ 
ters specifically authorised under criteria 
established by an executive order to be kept 
secret in the Interest of national defenso 
or foreign policy and are In fact properly 
classified pursuant to such executive order, 
must be closed to the public. The remaining 
portions of the series of meetings will be 
open to the public. 

Accordingly, I hereby determine, pursuant 
to Section 10(d) of the Federal AdvLory 
Committee Act that those portions of the 
series of meetings of the Committee and of 
any subcommittees thereof, dealing with the 
aforementioned classified material* shall he 
exempt, far the period January 4, 1976. to 
January 3. 1977, from the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 10(a)(1) and (a)(3), relating to open 
meetings and public participation therein, 
because the Committee and subcommittee 


discussions will be concerned with matter* 
listed in 8 ectlon 552(b)(1) of Title 5, United 
States Code. The remaining portions of the 
meetings will be open to the public. 

Out CTtAMant^AiK. Jr, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
/or Administration 
Auno Mxiaxtx, 
Acting General Counsel 

Novkmiii 21, 1975. 

(FR Doc.75-34768 Filed 12-23-75;8 46 am) 


COMPUTER PERIPHERALS, COMPONENTS 

AND RELATED TEST EQUIPMENT TECH 

NICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Moating 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act. 5 U.S.C. 
App. I (Supp. IV. 1974). notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Computer 
Peripherals. Components and Related 
Test Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee will be held on Tuesday, Jan¬ 
uary 27. 1976. at 9:00 a m.. In Room 4833, 
Main Commerce Building, 14th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue. NW., Washington. D.C. 

The Computer Peripherals, Compo¬ 
nents and Related Test Equipment Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee was initially 
established on January 3. 1973. On De¬ 
cember 20, 1974. the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Administration approved 
tiie recharter and extension of the Com¬ 
mittee for two additional years, pursu¬ 
ant to section 5(c) (1) of the Export Ad¬ 
ministration Act of 1969, as amended. 50 
UJS.C. App. Sec. 2404(c) (1) and the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act 

The Committee advises the Office of 
Export Administration. Bureau of Eo^t- 
West Trade, with respect to questions In¬ 
volving technical matters, world-wide 
availability and actual utilization of pro¬ 
duction and technology, and licensing 
procedures which may affect the level 
of export controls applicable to compu¬ 
ter peripherals, components and related 
test equipment, including technical data 
related thereto, and including those 
whose export is subject to multilateral 
(COCOM) controls. 

The Committee meeting agenda has 
five parts: 

General Session: (1) Review of meeting 
minutes of October 29. 1976. (2) Remark.* by 
Hauer H. Meyer. Director, Office of Export 
Administration. (3) Presentation of papers 
or comments by the pubUc. (4) Classifica¬ 
tion methods for foreign availability and 
technology class! flea lion (6) Discussion of 
matters properly classified under Executive 
Order 11652. dealing with Use UA and 
COCOM control program and strategic cri¬ 
teria related thereto. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the General Session, at which a limited 
number of seats will be available. To 
the extent time permits members or the 
public may present oral statements to 
the Committee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. 

With respect to agenda item (5), the 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Com- 
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merce for Administration, with the con¬ 
currence of the delegate of the General 
Counsel, formally determined on Novem¬ 
ber 25. 1975. pursuant to Section 10<d> 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
that the matters to be discussed in the 
executive Session should be exempt 
from the provisions of the Act relating 
to open meetings and public partlclna- 
tion therein, because the Executive Ses¬ 
sion will be concerned with matters 
listed in 5 U.8.C. 552(b)<1>. i.e.. it is 
specifically required by Executive Order 
11652 that they be kept confidential In 
the interest of national security. All ma¬ 
terials to be reviewed and discussed by 
the Committee during the Executive Ses¬ 
sion of the meeting have been properly 
classified under the Executive Order. All 
Committee members have appropriate 
security clearances. 

Copies of the minutes of the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting will be available 
upon written request addressed to the 
Freedom of Information Officer. Room 
3100, Domestic and International Busi¬ 
ness Administration. U S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington, D.C. 20230. 

For further Information, contact Mr, 
Charles C. Swanson. Director, Opera¬ 
tions Division. Office of Export Admin¬ 
istration, Domestic and International 
Business Administration. Room 1620. 
US. Department of Commerce, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20230, telephone: A/C 
202/967-4196. 

In accordance with paragraph (4) of 
the Order of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in 
Aviation Consumer Action Project , et al, 
v. C. Langhorne Washburn, et al,. Sep¬ 
tember 10, 1974, as amended. Septem¬ 
ber 23, 1974 ‘Civil Action No. 1836-73), 
the Complete Notice of Determination to 
close portions of the series of meetings 
of the Computer Peripherals. Compon¬ 
ents and Related Test Equipment Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee and of any 
subcommittees thereof. Is hereby pub¬ 
lished. 

Dated: December 22.1975. 

Ratter H. Meyer. 

Director . Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration , Bureau of East- 
West Trade Department of 
Commerce. 

Nones of DrrmMiNATiojf 

In response to written request* of repre¬ 
sentatives of a substantia) segment of the 
computer Industry, the Computer Periph¬ 
erals, Components and Related Test Equip¬ 
ment Technical Advisory Committee wu« 
published by the Secretary of Commerce 
pursuant to Section 5(c)(1) of the Export 
Administration Act of 1909. as amended. 50 
USC. App. Section 2404(c)(1). to advtee 
the Deportment of Commeroe with respect 
to questions Involving technical matters, 
worldwide availability, and actual utiliza¬ 
tion of production and technology, and li¬ 
censing procedures which may affect the 
level of export controls applicable to com¬ 
puter peripherals, components, and related 
test equipment Including technical data re¬ 
lated thereto, and Including those whose 
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export Is subject to multilateral (COCOM) 
controls. 

The Committee which currently has 
fifteen members representing Industry and 
ten members representing government agen¬ 
cies. will terminate no later than January 3, 
1977, unless extended by the Secretary of 
Commerce. Ail members of the Committee 
have the appropriate security clearance. 

The Committee's activities are conducted 
in accordance with the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 5(c)(1) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1969. as amended, the provisions of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
UJ3.C. App I (Supp IV, 1974), and the 
Office of Management and Budget Circular 
A-63 (Revised), Advisory Committee Man¬ 
agement. effective May 1. 1974. 8ect!on 10 of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act pro¬ 
vides, among other things, that the meetings 
of advisory committees are to be open to 
the public, and to public participation, uu- 
icss the head of the agency (or hU delegate) 
to which the committee reports determines 
in writing that all. or some portion, of the 
agenda of the meeting of the committee is 
concerned with matters listed in 8ectlon 552 
(b) of Title 5 of the United States Code. 

Section 552(b)(1) of Title 5. United States 
Code, provides that Information may be 
withheld from the public If It concerns mat¬ 
ters specifically required by Executive Order 
to be kept secret in the interest of the 
national dcfen&e or foreign policy, and are 
in fact properly classified pursuant to such 
Executive Order. 

In order to provide advice to the Depart¬ 
ment under the terms of Us charter, the 
Committee and formal subcommittees 
thereof will continue to hold a series of 
meetings dealing with the matters set rortb 
In the first paragraph of this Determination. 
These meetings will Include discussions of 
the COCOM control list as It relates to the 
commodities and technical data under Its 
purview, and with the foreign availability 
of these commodities and technical data 
In addition, the Committee and Its formal 
subcommittees will be preparing recommen¬ 
dations for the Department's consideration 
relating to the UJ3. Government’s negotiat¬ 
ing position on COCO*--related matters. 
Much of the Information relating to the 
COCOM control list, as well as Intelligence 
relating to foreign availability, is now or 
will bo security classified for national se¬ 
curity or foreign policy reasons, pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 11652. 3 CP.R. 339 
(1974). In order far the Committee and Us 
formal subcommittees to provide required 
advlco to the US. Government, it will be 
necessary to provide the Committee and Its 
formal subcommittees* with such classified 
material. Therefore, the portions of the se¬ 
ries of meetings of the Committee and of 
subcommittees thereof that will Involve dis¬ 
cussions of matters specifically authorized 
under criteria established by an executive 
order to be kept secret in the interest of 
national defense or foreign policy and are 
in fact properly classified pursuant to such 
executive order, must be closed to the public. 
The remaining portions of the series of meet¬ 
ings will be open to the public. 

Accordingly. I hereby determine, pursuant 
to Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act that those portions of the 
series of meetings of the Committee and of 
any subcommittees thereof, dealing with the 
aforementioned classified materials shall be 
exempt, for the period January 4. 1976. to 
January 3. 1977, from the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 10 (a)(1) and (a)(3). relating to open 
meetings and publlo participation therein. 
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because the Committee and subcommittee 
discussions will be concerned with matters 
listed in Section 552(b)(1) of Title 5. United 
States Code. The remaining portions of the 
meetings will be open to the public. 

Out CnAMmum, Jr.. 
Acting Assistant Secretary 

for Administration. 

Novxmbkx 25. 1976. 

Auraeo Mrxswr*. 
Acting General Counsel. 

NoviiMam 21. 1976. 

|FR Doc.75-34760 Filed 12-23-75;8:43 am) 


National Bureau of Standards 

COMPUTER OUTPUT MICROFORM 

FORMATS AND REDUCTION RATIOS 

Proposed Federal Information Processing 
Standard 

Under the provisions of Public Law 
89-306 and Executive Order 11717, the 
Secretary of Commerce is authorized to 
establish uniform Federal ADP Stand¬ 
ards. A proposed standard for Computer 
Output Microform Formats and Reduc¬ 
tion Ratios is being recommended for 
Federal use. This proposed standard 
specifies the image arrangement, size and 
reduction ratios to be generated by Com¬ 
puter Output Microfllmers « COM). 

In order to insure that ail parlies have 
a full opportunity to present their views. 
NB8 is soliciting comments on the fol¬ 
lowing Computer Output Microform 
Formats and Reduction Ratios Stand¬ 
ard. This standard will be applicable to 
all COM systems generating informa¬ 
tion for conversion to microforms using 
business-oriented fonts. The microform 
formats and associated reduction ratios 
specified by this proposal will be the only 
formats and reduction ratios authorized 
for use within the Federal government 
and will be required for all new COM 
sy stems and applications. 

The proposed Federal Information 
Processing Standard contains two basic 
sections: <1) an announcements section 
which provides information concerning 
the applicability, Implementation and 
maintenance of the standard; and (2) 
a specification section which deals with 
the technical requirements of the stand¬ 
ard. Both sections are provided in their 
entirety in this notice. 

Interested parties may submit com¬ 
ments to the Associate Director for ADP 
Standards, Institute for Computer Sci¬ 
ences and Technology. National Bureau 
of Standards, Washington. D.C. 20234, 
on or before March 23,1976. 

Dated: December 17.1975. 

• Ernest Am iu.cn. 

Acting Director. 

Foreword. The use of microforms In the 
recording and dissemination of data and 
Information is widespread In the Federal 
Government and the volume is steadily 
increasing, particularly for that infor¬ 
mation generated by computer. There¬ 
fore, the uniformity of Computer Output 
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Microforms is essential in order to en¬ 
hance the exchange and utilization of 
recorded information, and to provide 
compatibility of processing and user 
equipment. It is also essential that the 
number of different Computer Output 
Microform formats and reduction ratios 
be kept to a minimum In order to reduce 
the variety of equipment required. The 
Computer Output Microform Standards 
Oroup (TG-18) was formed by the Fed¬ 
eral Information Processing Standards 
Coordinating and Advisory Committee 
iFIPSCAC) to standardise certain as¬ 
pects of Computer Output Microforms to 
meet Federal agency needs. This stand¬ 
ard has been developed and issued for 
this purpose. 


FEDERAL INFORMATION PROCESSING 
STANDARDS PUBLICATION—1975 

Announcing the Standard for Computer 
Output Microform Formats and Reduc¬ 
tion Ratios 

Federal Information Processing Stand¬ 
ards Publications are issued by the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards pursuant to 
the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 as amended. Public 
Law 89-300 (79 Stat. 1127), Executive 
Order 11717 (38 FR 12315. dated May 11. 
1973>. and Part 6 of Title 15 CFR (Code 
of Federal Regulations). 

Name of Standard . Computer Output 
Microform Formats and Reduction 
Ratios. 

Category of Standard. Hardware Stand¬ 
ard. Media. 

Explanation. This standard specifies 
the image arrangement, size and reduc¬ 
tion ratios to be generated by Computer 
Output Microfflmers <COM>. 

Approving Authority . Secretary of 
Commerce. 

Maintenance Agency. Department of 
Commerce. National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards (Institute for Computer Sciences 
and Technology). 

Applicability. This standard lx appli¬ 
cable to all computer output microfilm 
systems generating information for con¬ 
version to microforms using bus in ess - 
oriented fonts. 

New COM Systems and Applications . 
The microform formats and associated 
reduction ratios specified herein are the 
only formats and reduction ratios au¬ 
thorized for use within the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment and are mandatory for all new 
COM systems and applications. 

Existing COM Systems and Applica¬ 
tions. Users of existing COM systems and 
applications arc encouraged to comply 
with this standard. Systems and appli¬ 
cations not in accordance with this 
standard shall be evaluated periodically 
by heads of departments or agencies and 
the merits of converting to the standard 
weighed. 

Specification. Federal Information 

Processing Standard -- Computer 

Output Microform Formats and Reduc¬ 
tion Ratios (affixed). 

Implementation Schedule. All micro¬ 
forms produced by or for Federal agen¬ 
cies and equipment or services acquired 


after the date of this FIPS PUB must be 
in conformance with the specifications 
contained herein. Exceptions to this 
standard are made in the following 
cases: 

a. For microforms, equipment, or serv¬ 
ices produced, procured, or on order, 
prior to the date of this FIPS PUB. 

b. Where procurement actions arc into 
the solicitation phase da, Requests for 
proposals or Invitations for Bids have 
been issued) on the date of this FIPS 
PUB. 

Waiver Procedure. Heads of agencies 
may waive the provisions of the imple¬ 
mentation schedule. Proposed waivers 
relating to the production or procure¬ 
ment of non-conforming microforms will 
be coordinated in advance with the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards. Washington. 
D.C. 20234. They should describe the na¬ 
ture of the waiver and set forth the 
reasons therefor. 

Sixty days should be allowed for review 
and response by the National Bureau of 
Standards. The waiver is not to be effec¬ 
tive until a reply is received from the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards; however, 
the final decision for the granting of a 
waiver is a responsibility of the agency 
head. 

Where to Obtain Copies of the Stand¬ 
ard. 

a. Copies of this publication are avail¬ 

able from the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments, U.S Government Printing Office, 
Washington. D.C. 20420 (SD Catalog 
Number C13.52:_). 

b. Microfiche of tills publication is 

available from the National Technical 
Information Service. U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151. 
Refer to Report Number NBS-FIPS- 
PUB-_and title 

FEDERAL INFORMATION 
PROCESSING STANDARDS .... 1975 

Specifications for Computer Output 
Microform Formats and Reduction Rates 

1. Name of Standard. Computer Out¬ 
put Microform Formats and Reduction 
Ratios. 

2. Category of Standard . Hardware 
Standard, Media. 

3. Explanation. This standard specifies 
the image arrangement, size and reduc¬ 
tion ratios to be generated by Computer 
Output Microfilmers (COM). 

4. Specifications. This standard covers 
microform formats and reduction ratios 
for Computer Output Microforms 
(COM) using business-oriented fonts. 

4.1 The choice of microform formats 
and associated reduction ratio(s). from 
among those specified herein, for use in a 
particular system or application hi not 
prescribed by this standard. These 
choices will be based on user needs and 
developed from other criteria. 

4.2. Authorized Formats and Effec¬ 
tive Reduction Ratios. 

a. 16mm roll film (24:1). 

(1) Cine mode (IA). 

(2) Comic mode (IB). 

b. 105mm X 148mm microfiche. 

(1) 63 frame (7 rows X 9 columns) 
24:1. 


<2) 98 frame (7 rows X 14 column., 
24:1. 

(3) 270 frame (15 rows X 18 column* > 
48:1. 

(4) 420 frame <15 rows X 28 column* i 
48:1. 

4.3. Requirements. 

a. Legibility. All characters must be 
recorded so they are readable by the 
user. This means that the quality of the 
master recordings must be sufficiently 
high to allow for the normal imape 
degradation that results when making 
subsequent generation copies for the end 
user. Typically, there Is about a 10% 
loss in the ability to duplicate very closely 
spaced points for each subsequent gen¬ 
eration. The Images of the smallest char¬ 
acters should measure at least 0.05 mm 
in height on the original microfom 
Tliis represents a character height at an 
effective magnification of 24X of ap¬ 
proximately 1.2 mm and at 48X of ap¬ 
proximately 2.40 mm. 

b. Roll film. See Formats 1 and 2. 

c. Microfiche. See Formats 3 through 6 

(1) Pagination. Either vertical or hori¬ 
zontal pagination will be used In the 
creation of microfiche. When the micro¬ 
fiche is oriented so that the designated 
header area is upright and right reading 
the first data frame will be placed in the 
left most position of the row immediately 
below the header. 

<a> Vertical pagination. Frames fol¬ 
lowing the first data frame will appear 
in sequence from top to bottom through 
the rows and from left to right through 
the columns. 

(b) Horizontal pagination. Frames fol¬ 
lowing the first data frame will appear in 
sequence from left to right through the 
row and from top to bottom through the 
columns. 

(c) Identification. When used, identi¬ 
fication of the method of pagination will 
be through use of an arrow placed in the 
header area. Vertical pagination will be 
designated by an arrow pointed down¬ 
wards (|). Horizontal pagination will 
be designated by an arrow pointing to 
the right <-♦). 

(2) Identification of senyttteed film 
side. 

(a) Silver original . When the micro¬ 
fiche is held so that the header is upright 
and right reading, the sensitized (emul¬ 
sion) side will be away from the observer. 

<b> Pre-cut stock or duplicates. The 
sensitized side shall be identified by one 
of Uie following methods. 

1 Method A—When a sheet of raw film 
or a duplicate microfiche is held with 
the long sides in a vertical position and 
either the notch or the corner cut is In 
the upper right hand comer, the sensi¬ 
tized side will be towards the observer as 
specified in American National Standard 
PHI.10-1969. Designation of Emulsion 
Side of Photographic Sheet Film. 

2 Method B—When a sheet of raw 
film or a duplicate microfiche Is held 
with the long sides in a horizonal posi¬ 
tion and the notch is in the lower right 
comer or the comer cut Is in the upper 
left comer, the sensitized side is towards 
the observer. 
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(c) Identification techniques. 

1 Comer Cutting—To Identify the sen¬ 
sitized side of a microfiche, a comer cut 
may be placed In the upper left comer 
of the header area when the sensitized 
side Is facing the observer and the header 
is at the top. The cut shall extend a 
nominal 6mm along the long dimension 
• top) and a nominal 9mm along the 
short dimension cleft side) of the 
microfiche. 

2 Notching—in lieu of a comer cut, a 
notch may be placed along the right 
short dimension (side) near the bottom, 
when the sensitized side is facing the ob¬ 
server and the header area Is at the top. 
The notch may be of any shape but shall 
not penetrate more than 1.6mm Inward 
from the edge. 

(3) Header area. The header area con¬ 
stitutes the top of the microfiche. The 
minimum area reserved for the header 
shall be used only for header and identi¬ 
fication purposes on all microfiche and 
?>hall not be used for microimages. If ad¬ 
ditional header space is required, the area 
dedicated to the next entire row or rows 
of images shall be used. When this option 
Is utilized, row identification shall remain 
unchanged. All header characters shall 
be upright and right reading, and at 
least 2mm in height. All characters shall 
be readable without magnification. The 
minimum areas reserved for the header 
are indicated in the figures for the micro¬ 
fiche formats by shading. 

(4) Frame identification . When co¬ 
ordinates are used to identify the loca¬ 
tion of images, alphabetic characters 
hail be used to Identify rows. Starting at 
the top left comer, under the minimum 
header area, the first row of microimages 
shall be A. the next B, the next C. and 
so on. Columns shall be Identified nu¬ 
merically. Starting at the left, the first 
column shall be 1, the second 2. and so 
on. 

<5> Index . If an index to the micro¬ 
fiche Is to be provided, the placement of 
the last microimage of the Index shall 
be in the bottom right corner frame of 
the grid area. 

(6) Trailer identification. When trailer 
microfiche are used, each mlrflcoflche in 
the set. Including the first one. should be 
Mxjuentially identified. This information 
shall appear In the right-most portion of 
the header area, 

(7) Cut mark . A cut mark will be pro- 
hied for automatic cutting of 105mm roil 
film into microfiche. This cut mark shall 
be 3.0mm x 3.0mm square and the center 
of the square shall be located 32mm n 
0 2mm along the bottom edge from the 
reference comer of each microfiche area. 

(8) Squareness. Each side of the mi¬ 


crofiche shall be perpendicular to the 
bottom (reference) edge within ±D.i3mm 
for each 25mm of height of the micro¬ 
fiche. The total deviation of the side 
edges from the perpendicular to the bot¬ 
tom < reference edge) shall not cause the 
length of the tow edge of the microfiche 
to exceed 148mm plus 0.0mm, minus 
1.0mm. 

(9) Edge straightness. Each of the 
four edges of a microfiche shall be capa¬ 
ble of falling between two straight 
parallel lines 0.25mm apart. 

(10) Curl and bow. The curl or bow 
of a sheet of microfiche, when placed 
convex side down on a flat surface for 
at least six hours in a 70'F., 50* relative 
humidity atmosphere, shall have no part 
of the microfiche more than 6.35mm 
above the surface. (See ANSI Standard 
PHI.29-1971, Methods for Determining 
Curl of Photographic Film). 

(11) Comer rounding. Where comer 
rounding is employed, the process shall 
not remove at any comer more than 3mm 
of either of the two sides which form the 
corner. 

5. Definitions. Definitions needed for 
clarification of this standard are given 
in this section. 

Application 

Any use of COM that satisfies particu¬ 
lar information requirements. 

Cine (motion picture) oriented Images 
(IA orientation) Jargon used with In¬ 
tent to reference images oriented on 
microfilm as follows, otherwise known as 
IA orientation. 



Column. A vertical scries of micro¬ 
images on a microfiche. 

COM. Computer Output Microform: 
Any microform containing images gen¬ 
erated by a recorder, and duplicates 
thereof. 

Comic strip oriented images (IB orien - 
tation) Jargon used with intent to ref¬ 
erence images oriented on microfilm as 
follows, otherwise known as IB orienta¬ 
tion. 



Cuf Aforfc. a mark added to film to 
permit automatic cutting of microfiche 
from a roll of film. 

Format . A dimensioned layout con¬ 
taining requirements for size, arrange¬ 
ment and orientation of microimages 
upon a microform. 

Frame. The total area allocated for 
exposure, regardless of whether or not 
this area is filled by the document or data 
image. 

Header. Information, which is read¬ 
able without magnification, placed at 
the top of a microfiche. 

Microfiche. A sheet of film containing 
multiple microimages in a grid pattern. 

Microfilm. (1) A high resolution film 
containing an image or images greatly 
reduced in size from the original (2) 
To record microimages on film. 

Microform. A generic term for any 
form containing microimages. 

Microimage. A unit of information, 
such as a page of text or a drawing, too 
small to be read without magnification. 

Micrographics. The science, art and 
technology of document and information 
miniaturization and associated micro¬ 
form systems. 

Notch. Used to identify the sensitized 
side of a peace of photographic film. 

Reduction , effective. A measure of the 
number of times a given linear dimen¬ 
sion of a similar conventional document 
would be reduced to equal the size of the 
COM generated microimage. 

Row. A horizontal series of micro¬ 
images on microfiche. 

Sensitized Side. The side of the micro¬ 
form coated with a photosensitive ma¬ 
terial. 

Specification. A document which de¬ 
scribes the essential and technical re¬ 
quirements for items, materials and 
services Including procedures by which 
it will be determined that the require¬ 
ments have been met 

Standard. A document that establishes 
engineering and technical limitations 
and applications for items, materials, 
processes, methods, designs and engi¬ 
neering practices. 

System. (1) All the harwore. software, 
microforms, etc. employed from produc¬ 
tion through utilization. (2) An assem¬ 
bly of elements used to fulfill an appli¬ 
cation requirement. 

5 Dimensioning. The dimensions used 
in this standard are expressed in the 
metric system (SI>, all dimensions 
shown being in millimeters. See FIPS 
Pub 34, ANSI Metric Practice Guide 
Z210.1 (ASTM E3SO-72). 
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FORMAT 1* 16an Roll Microfilm 24 1 1 





1. Effective reduction 24:1. 

2. Dimensions In millimeters. 


FORMAT 2. 


16oi Roll Microfilm, Doc\*a*nt Mark (Blip), 24:1 



U 6.47^1 



COMIC MODE (IB) 
Flo. 1 


UU.22^ 


T 

r .1 

• 

9.0 


1 

i ^ ^ ! 

L_* 


— 11.64 


T- 

8.47 


CIME MODE (ZA) 
Fla. 2 


T 

11.64 

1 


U. 13.97 ^ 


r— 



i 

i 

i 

TEXT 

1 

1 

l 

AREA 

1 

i 

L - 


1 

i 

h- 

14.82 

— 


11.22 

i 


1. 

2 . 

3. 


4. 


Effective reduction 24:1. 

Dimensions in millimeters. 

The text area shown in fl 9 ure 1 and 2 represents the data placed on • 
216.0mm x 279.4an (8.5 x 11 In) page (tyolcally 64 lines of 80 
characters). 
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NOTICES 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

MARINE MAMMALS 

Receipt of Application for a General Permit 

Notice Is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing applications for general permits 
to allow the taking of marine mammals 
incidental to the course of commercial 
fishing operations as authorized by the 
Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 
(16 US.C. 1361-1407) and the regula¬ 
tions thereunder have been received: 
The United Fishermen of Alaska, Box 
1352, Juneau. Alaska 99601. has applied 
for a general permit. Category 3. "En¬ 
circling Gear, Seining other than Yel- 
lowfln Tuna." 

The United Fishermen of Alaska. Box 
1352, Juneau. Alaska 99801, has applied 
for a general permit. Category 4. "Sta¬ 
tionary Gear." 

The United FLshermen of Alaska, Box 
1352. Juneau, Alaska 99801, has applied 
for a general permit, Category 5, "Other 
Gear.’* 

Applicants are holders of general per¬ 
mits issued in 1975 which expire on De¬ 
cember 31.1975. 

Copies of the applications are avail¬ 
able for review as follows: Office of the 
Director, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. Department of Commerce, 
Washington. DC. 20235 (telephone 202/ 
634-7283); Office of the Regional Direc¬ 
tor. National Marine Fisheries Service. 
Alaska Region. P.O. Box 1668, Juneau. 
Alaska 99801 (telephone 907/586-7221). 
Interested parties -may submit* written 
views on this application within 30 days 
of the publication of this notice to the 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice. Department of Commerce. Washing¬ 
ton. DC. 20235. 

Dated: December 17,1975. 

Harvey M. Hutchings, 
Acting Associate Director for 
Resource Management , Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice . 

(PR Doc.75-34718 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


National Marine Fisheries Service 
VAN DONWEN'S SEALS 
Issuance of a Permit for a Marine Mammal 

On September 11,1975, notice was pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register (40 Pit. 
42231) that an application had been 
filed with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service by Van Donwen’s Seals to take 
one (1) California sea lion (Zalophus 
californlanus) for the purpose of public 
display. 

Notice is hereby given that on Decem¬ 
ber 1, 1975, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 UJS.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
issued a Permit to Van Donwen’s Seals, 
for the above mentioned taking, subject 
to certain conditions set forth therein. 
The Permit is available for review by in¬ 


terested persons in the Office of the Di¬ 
rector. National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice. Washington. D.C. 20235; the Office 
of the Regional Director. National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service. Southwest Region. 
300 South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, 
California 90731; and in the Office of the 
Regional Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Southeast Region. Duval 
Building. 9450 Gandy Boulevard. St. 
Petersburg. Florida 33902. 

Dated: December 1. 1975. 

Jack W. Oehringer, 
Deputy Director , 

National Marine Fisheries Service . 

|FR Doc.75-34717 Filed 12-23-75.8:45 am I 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Alcohol. Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Notice of Meetings 

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) 
of tiie Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.8.C. Appendix I), announcement is 
made of the following National Advisory 
bodies scheduled to assemble during the 
month of January 1976: 

Clinical Pnychopharmacology Research Re¬ 
view Committee—January 12-13: 9:00 am . 
Holiday Inn. Golden Oatoway. 1500 Van 
Ne*» Avenue. San Francisco, California. 
Open, January 12, 9:00-10:00 un. Closed, 
Otherwise. Contact Antoinette O. Simms. 
Parklawn Building. Room 9-106, 5600 

FUhern Lane, Rockville, Md. 20652, 301- 
443 3524. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged 
with the Initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to 
research activities and makes recom¬ 
mendations to the National Advisory* 
Mental Health Council for final review. 

Agenda: From 9:00 to 10:00 a.m., Jan¬ 
uary* 12. the meeting will be open for 
discussion of administrative announce¬ 
ments and program developments. 
Otherwise, the Committee will be per¬ 
forming initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance and will not 
be open to the public in accordance with 
the determination by the Administrator. 
Alcohol. Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of Section 552(b) (5) and 552(b) 
(6). Title 5 U.S. Code and section 10(d) 
of Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.Q.C. Appendix I). 

Preclltiical Paychopharmocology Research Re¬ 
view Committee—January 12-13; 9:00 a.m. 
Oregon Room. Holiday Inn, Golden Gate¬ 
way. 1500 Van New Avenue, San Francisco. 


California. Open. January 12. 9:00~fi 30 
am. Closed. Otherwise. Contact Marion 
Miller, Park lawn BuUdlng. Room 9-97, 56oo 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 305- 
443-3464. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged 
with the Initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to 
precltnlcal psychopharmacology' re¬ 
search and makes recommendation to 
the National Advisory Mental Heal LI 
Council for final review. 

Agenda: Prom 9:00 to 9:30 a m., Jan¬ 
uary 12, the meeting will be open for dis¬ 
cussion of administrative announce¬ 
ments and program develop :n<:> 
Otherwise, the Committee will be per¬ 
forming initial review of giant appltra- 
tlons for Federal assistance and will not 
be open to the public In accordance with 
the determination by the Administrator, 
Alcohol. Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration, pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of Section 552(b)(5) and 552ib» 
(6). Title 5 U.S. Code and Section 10^d> 
of Pub. L. 92-463 < 5 UJS.C. Appendix IL 
Substantive information may be ob¬ 
tained from the contact persons listed 
above. 

The NIMH Information Officer who 
will furnish summaries of the meetings 
and rosters of the committee member- is 
Mr. Edwin Long. Deputy Director. Di¬ 
vision of Scientific and Technical Infor¬ 
mation. National Institute of Mental 
Health. Room 15-105, Parklawn Building 
5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville. Maryland 
29852, telephone number 301-443-3(500. 

Dated: December 19. 1975. 

Carolyn T. Evans, 
Committee Management Officer 
Alcohol. Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion. 

Ittt Doc.75 34817 FUed 12-23-76.8:45 axn t 


Food and Drug Administration 
ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Notice of Meetings 

This notice announces forthcoming 
meetings of the public advisory commit¬ 
tees of the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. It also sets out a summary of tbe 
procedures governing the committee 
meetings and the methods by which in¬ 
terested persons may participate in the 
open public hearings conducted by the 
committees. The notice Is issued under 
section 10(a) (1) and (2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463. 
86 Stat. 770-776 <5 U.8.C. App. I)). The 
following advisory committee meeting 
are announced: 


Conroiilfcv name 


Date, Unm. and |4dcc 


Typa of mooting and contact pnww 


I'onrt on Review of Jw. 1 ? 11, 0 *.m , Room m, Open puMlr haarlnc Xan.17. 9 U> 

. <n viii DjwV. n.lttM (UftriMlan 


H arterial V«odw» 
and TuxoMb. 


•oil* ■*. airu wp v a.iu , 

HtilMln* 39, NOi, K*t> Rork- 
vllif inkr. tlethewi-v Met 


7 pen puMtr hoartng fan. T7. 9 to K) in.: open 
mktaadtarumkm Jan. If, 18».»• u>7 
ramtnltuw deUborattoo* Jan »1?Jfo 4 T 

am. to4 rum.: Jock Oaruoc 
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General function of the committee. Re¬ 
vel W 5 and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning safety and effectiveness of bio¬ 
logical products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any Interested person may 
; >>et data, information, or views, orally 
or in writing, on Issues pending before 
the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Discussion 
of minutes of previous meeting; discus¬ 
sion and prsentatlon of communications 
received; discussion of tetanus immune 

globulin. 


General function of the committee. Re¬ 
views and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning safety and effectiveness of mar¬ 
keted and Investigational prescription 
drugs for use in neurologic diseases. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any Interested person may 
present data, information, or view*, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Discussion 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of biological products. 

Agenda — Open public hearing. During 
this portion of the meeting any interested 
person may present data. Information, or 
views, orally or in writing, on issues pend¬ 
ing before the committee. Discussion of 
previous minutes and communications 
received. 

Closed committee deliberations. Review 
of the draf report with FDA officials. This 
portion of the meeting will be closed to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid undue interference 
*ith committee operations (5 U.8.C. 552 
«bM5)). 

F.ach public advisory committee meet¬ 
ing listed above may have as many as 
four separable portions: (I) An open 
public hearing. (2) an open committee 
di-cusslon, <3) a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee deliber¬ 
ation. Every advisory committee meeting 
vhall have an open public hearing. 
Whether or not it also includes any of 
the other three portions will depend upon 
hie specific meeting involved. The dates 
and times reserved for the separate por¬ 
tions of each committee meeting are 
lifted above. 

The open public hearing portion of 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour long 
unless public participation does not last 
that long. It is emphasized, however, that 


Closed committee deliberations . Review 
of the following specific products; teta¬ 
nus immune globulin; tetanus anti¬ 
toxin. diphtheria antitoxin, pertussis 
immune globulin. H. influenza typ¬ 
ing serum. Data submissions possibly In¬ 
cluding trade secret Information will be 
reviewed. This portion of the meeting will 
be closed to protect the free exchange 
of internal views and to avoid undue in¬ 
terference with committee operations (5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (4) and <5>>. 


of the relationship of the administration 
of anti-emetics and/or aspirin to the 
clinical outcome of Reye’s Syndrome and 
encephalopathy. 

Closed committee deliberations. This 
portion of the meeting will be closed to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views, formulation of recommendations, 
and to vote on recommendations to be 
sept to the FDA's Neurologic Drugs Ad¬ 
visory Committee (5 U.8.C. 552(b)(5)). 


the 1-hour time limit for an open public 
hearing represents a minimum rather 
than a maximum time for public partici¬ 
pation, and an open public hearing may 
last for whatever longer period the com¬ 
mittee chairman determines will facili¬ 
tate the committee's work. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published in 
this Fxdehal Register notice. Changes 
In the agenda will be announced at the 
beginning of the open portion of a 
meeting. 

Any Interested person who wishes to be 
assured of of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either orally 
or in writing, prior to the meeting. Any 
person attending the hearing who does 
not in advance of the meeting request 
an opportunity to speak will be allowed 
to make an oral presentation at the hear¬ 
ing's conclusion, if time permits, at the 
chAirm&n's discretion. 

Persons Interested in specific agenda 
items to be discussed in open session may 
ascertain from the contact person the 
approximate Umc of discussion. 

Tiie Commissioner, with the concur¬ 
rence of the Chief Counsel, has deter¬ 
mined for the reasons stated that those 
portions of the advisory committee meet¬ 
ings so designated in this notice shall 
be closed. Both the Federal Advisory 


Committee Act and 5 U.S.C. 552(b) per¬ 
mit such closed advisory committee 
meetings in certain circumstances. Those 
portions of a meeting designated as 
closed shall, however, be closed for the 
shortest time possible consistent with the 
intent of the cited statutes. 

Generally, FDA advisory committees 
will be closed because the subject matter 
is exempt from public disclosure under 
5 U.8.C. 552(b) (4). (5). (6). or (7). 
although on occasion the other exemp¬ 
tions listed In 5 U S.C. 552(b) may also 
apply. Thus, a portion of a meeting may 
be closed where the matter Involves a 
trade secret; commercial or financial in¬ 
formation that is privileged or confiden¬ 
tial: personnel, medical, and similar files, 
disclosure or which could be an unwar¬ 
ranted invasion of personal privacy; and 
investigatory files compiled for law en¬ 
forcement purposes. A portion of a meet¬ 
ing may also be closed If the Commis¬ 
sioner determines: (1) That it involves 
inter-agency or intra-agency memo¬ 
randa or discussion and deliberations of 
matters that. if. in writing would con¬ 
stitute such memoranda, and which 
would, therefore, be exempt from public 
disclosure; and (2) that It is essential to 
close such portion of a meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free exchange of internal views 
and to'avoid undue interference with 
agency or committee operations. 

Examples of matters to be considered 
at closed portions are those related to 
the review, discussion, evaluation or 
ranking of grant applications; the re¬ 
view, discussion, and evaluation of spec¬ 
ific drugs or devices; the deliberation 
and voting relative to the formation of 
specific regulatory recommendations 
(general discussion, however, will gen¬ 
erally be done during the open commit¬ 
tee discussions portion of the meeting): 
review of trade secrets or confidential 
data; consideration of matters involving 
FDA investigatory flies; and review of 
medical records of individuals. 

Examples of matters that ordinarily 
will be considered at open meetings are 
those related to the review, discussion, 
and evaluation of general preclinical and 
clinical test protocols and procedures for 
a class of drugs or devices, considera¬ 
tion of labeling requirements for a class 
of marketed drugs and devices, review of 
data and Information on specific inves¬ 
tigational or marketed drugs and devices 
that have previously been made public, 
and presentation of any other data or 
information that is not exempt from 
public disclosure. 

Dated: December IS, 1975. 

A. M. Schmidt, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

|FR Doc.?5-348l8 Filed 12~23;75;B:i5 Am] 


Office of Education 

Notice of Public Meeting of the Na¬ 
tional Advisory Council on Adult Edu¬ 
cation. 

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), that the 


f ojunditae name 

Date. time, and place 

Type of meeting and contact person 

?. Panel OB Reye’s Byn- 
riroeo of the Neuro¬ 
logic Drugs Advi¬ 
sory Committee. 

Ja« 19, 9:30 a.nu, Conference 
Room M, Park lawn Bldg., 6000 
Ftahrrs Lad*. Rockville, Md. 

Open public hearing 4JO to in30 a. in.; open com¬ 
mittee disrtunton WJO a.m. tp 3 30 p.m.; dosed 
commit toe deliberations 330 to 430 p.m.: BteptMU 
C?. Orofi (HFD-120), WOO Ftehro Lone, flock- 
tide, Md. 30062, 301-40 3800. 


< amrolIU* name iHtc, tin*, *nd ph*w Type of tweeting and contort pmoa 


I T'bt»«I on Rtylcw of Jan. 79 and 39. 9 a.m.. Room t?t. Opart pnlittc hearing Jan. 29, 0 to 10 a.m.; closed 
i 1 arterial \ arelota Building 2\», Nil!, KWM flock- committer deliberations Jan. 79, 10 a.m. to 4 pan., 
vnd material An- vllle me, Brthead*, Md Jan. », 9 a.m. to 4 p.in.: Jack Gertie* 

<*»na. win Rockville Pike, Dvihe^U, M i. 20014. 301- 

4I4 4U&. 
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NOTICES 


next meeting of the National Advisory 
Council on Adult Education will be held 
on January 22-23, 1976. from 8:00 a.m. 
to 8:00 pm., and on January 24, 1976. 
from 8:30 am. to 2:00 p.m., at The 
Monteleone. 214 Rue Royale, New Or¬ 
leans, Louisiana. 

The National Advisory Council on 
Adult Education is established under Sec¬ 
tion 311 of the Adult Education Act (80 
Stat. 1216.20 UB.C. 1201). The Council 
is directed to: 

Advise the Commissioner In the prepa¬ 
ration of general rules and regulations 
and with respect to policy matters arising 
In the administration of this title, in¬ 
cluding policies and procedures govern¬ 
ing the approval of State plans under 
section 306 and policies to eliminate du¬ 
plication, and to effectuate the coordina¬ 
tion of programs under this title and 
other programs offering adult education 
activities and services. 

The Council shall review the adminis¬ 
tration and effectiveness of programs 
under this title, make recommendations 
with respect thereto, and make annual 
reports to tho President of its findings 
and recommendations (including recom¬ 
mendations for changes In this title and 
other Federal laws relating to adult edu¬ 
cation actitvties and services). The Pres¬ 
ident shall transmit each such report to 
the Congress together with his comments 
and recommendations. 

The meeting of the Council shall be 
open to the public. 

The proposed agenda Includes: Panel 
presentations on adult education futures 
by state directors and state advisory 
councils. Standing and ad hoc committee 
reports and recommendations. General 
Council business for 1976. 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings (and shall be available for 
public inspection at the Office of the 
National Advisory Council on Adult Edu¬ 
cation located In Room 323, Pennsylvania 
Bldg.. 425 13th 8treet, N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20004). 

Signed at Washington. D.C. on Decem¬ 
ber 18. 1975. 

Gary A. Eyes. 

Executive Director , National Ad¬ 
visory Council on Adult Edu¬ 
cation. 

[FR Doc 75-34(588 Filed 12~23-?ft;S:4fi am] 


sured persons 65 and older who sure 
otherwise Ineligible. Section 1818(d)(2) 
of the Act requires the Secretary to de¬ 
termine and promulgate, during the final 
quarter of 1975, the dollar amount which 
will be the monthly Part A premium for 
voluntary enrollment, for months oc¬ 
curring In the 12-month period begin¬ 
ning July 1. 1976. As required by statute, 
this amount must be $33 times the ratio 
of (1) the 1976 Inpatient hospital de¬ 
ductible to (2) the 1973 Inpatient hos¬ 
pital deductible, rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $1, or if midway between 
multiples of $1. to the next higher multi¬ 
ple of $1. 

Under section 1813(b) (2) of the Act, 
the 1976 inpatient hospital deductible 
was determined to be $164. The 1973 de¬ 
ductible was actuarial!}’ determined to be 
$76. However, the 1973 deductible was 
actually promulgated to be only $72 to 
comply with a ruling of the Cost of Living 
Council. This has created some ambiguity 
in the use of the statutory formula for 
calculating the premium. The premiums 
for fiscal years 1975 and 1976 were both 
calculated using the actuarial!}’ deter¬ 
mined deductible of $76 since this ap¬ 
peared to most closely satisfy the intent 
of the law. Similarly, the premium for the 
twelve month period ending June 30. 
1977 has been calculated using the $76 
deductible for 1973. Thus the monthly 
hospital insurance premium is $33 X 
(104/76) - r $45.16 which is rounded to $45. 

The purpose of the premium formula 
is to adjust the original $33 premium for 
changes in the cost of providing hospital 
care. The ratio of the inpatient hospital 
deductibles does this approximately, 
since the deductible as calculated under 


section 1813(b) (2). Is based on the aver¬ 
age daily cast of providing hospital cart 
under the hospital insurance program. 
However, the deductible is calculated 
(by law) from data reflecting program 
experience in an earlier year. The in¬ 
crease in the 1976 deductible (and thus 
the increase in the premium now being 
promulgated) results from the increase 
in hospital per diem costs in calendar 
year 1974 over 1973. In addition, the 
premium calculation foils to adjust for 
changes in the hospital utilization rate 
and in changes in non-hospJtal costs un¬ 
der the program. For these reasons the 
premium can only be a rough approxi- 
r at ion to actual per capita program 
costs. 

In particular, the $45 premium rate is 
not expected to be adequate to pay for 
the estimated cost of enrollees in the year 
ending June 30, 1977. The table bolov 
compares the premium rates charged 
with the estimated cost per enroll <x as¬ 
suming that the average cost per premi¬ 
um paying enrollcc is the same ms the 
average cost for insured aged enrollees). 
The table also shows, year-by-year, the 
difference between premium charged And 
cost per enrollee and the accumulated 
value of the excess or deficit. Finally the 
table shows the actuarially adjusted rate 
that would be necessary to pay the cur¬ 
rent year's cost and the accumulated sur¬ 
plus or deficit from prior years. For the 
year ending June 30.1977. it is estimated 
that the cost per enrollee will be $51 50 
and that a deficit of $4.10 per enrollee 
will be carried forward from previous 
years. Therefore, a rate of $55.60 would 
be required to place the premium paying 
enrollee group on a fully self -supporting 
basis by June 30.1977. 


Comparison of promulated premium rates tcitk the actuarially adjusted rate 
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Office of the Secretary 

HOSPITAL INSURANCE MONTHLY 
PREMIUM 

Premium Rate for the Uninsured Aged 

Pursuant to authority contained In 
section 1818(d) (2) of the 8ocial Security 
Act <42 U.8.C. 1395i-2(d> (2)), I hereby 
determine and promulgate that the 
monthly hospital insurance premium, ap¬ 
plicable for the 12-month period com¬ 
mencing July 1, 1976, Is $45. . 

Section 1818 of the Social Security Act. 
added by section 202 of the Social 
Security Amendments of 1972 (Pub. L. 
92-603). provides for voluntary enroll¬ 
ment in the hospital Insurance program 
(Part A of Medicare) by certain unin- 


The deficit in the premium rate must 
be temporarily, at least, made up from 
other sources of Income to the Part A 
trust fund. If the voluntary enrollment 
program is to be self-supporting in the 
long run. some future premium rates will 
have to be greater than actual per capita 
costs in order to pay off the deficit pro¬ 
jected for June 30.1977. This could occur, 
for example, if the rate of Increase in 
hospital costs were to decline sufficiently 
between the year used in calculating the 
premium and the year that the premium 
was to be effective. 

Dated: December 18. 1975. 

Marjorie Lynch, 
Acting Secretary . 

(FR Doc.75-34714 Filed 12 23-75;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
Federal Disaster Assistance Administrati s 
IFDAA-493-DR; NFD-316J 

ALASKA 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment by the President under Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11795 of July U. 1974. ai d 
delegated to me by the Secretary un ^' :r 
Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Delegation of Authority. 
Docket No. D-74-285; and by virtue ol 
the Act of May 22. 1974. entitled "pi¬ 
aster Relief Act of 1974" (88 Stat 143' 
notice is hereby given that on Decern - 
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ber 18. 1975. the President declared a 
major disaster as follows: 

I hare determined that the damage In cer¬ 
tain area* * of the State of Alaska resulting 
from fire and freezing beginning about De¬ 
cember 9. 1975. la of sufficient severity and 
magnitude to warrant a major disaster dec¬ 
laration under Public Law 93-288.1 therefore 
declare that such a major disaster exists In 
the State of Alaska. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing _and Urban Development 
under Executive Order 11795. and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Delegation of Authority. Docket 
No. D-74-285.1 hereby appoint Mr. Wil¬ 
liam H. Mayer. HUD Region X. to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
this declared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
area of the State of Alaska to have been 
adversely affected by this declared major 
disaster: 

The City of: Bethel. 

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
14 701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: December 18.1975. 

Thomas P. 

Administrator , Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration . 

(FR Doc.76-34713 Piled 13-2&~76;8:46 am| 


ACTION 

FOSTER GRANDPARENT AND SENIOR 
COMPANION PROGRAMS 

Income Eligibility Level 

This notice revises the schedule of in¬ 
come eligibility levels for individuals and 
families for the Poster Grandparent 
Program and the Senior Companion 
Program published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of August 20. 1975 (40 FR 37248). 
Based on figures effective August 8. 1975. 
obtained from the Community Services 
Administration Income Poverty Guide¬ 
lines dated June 30, 1975. these amounts 
include State supplements to the Federal 
Supplemental Security Income (S8I> 
Program. 

These ACTION programs arc author¬ 
ized pursuant to section 211 of the Do¬ 
mestic Volunteer Service Act of 1973. 
Pub. L. 93-113, 87 Stat. 402. Pursuant to 
action 421(4) of Pub. L. 93 113. 87 Stat. 
•114. the Income eligibility levels are de¬ 
termined by the currently applicable 
guideline published by the Community 
Services Administration, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 625 of the Economic Opportunity 
Act of 1964. as amended <42 U.S.C. 2971 
(a)). and Increased by the amounts In¬ 
dividual States supplement the Federal 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) 
program. The State supplemental pay¬ 
ments reflect the higher cost of living in 
the geographic area to be served by the 
Project. Section 625 permits the CSA 
guideline to be adjusted for cost-of-liv¬ 
ing changes. 

The Income eligibility levels will be re¬ 
viewed at least once a year, and similar 
schedules will be prepared to reflect any 


changes required as a result of that re¬ 
view. 

Pursuant to section 420 of Pub. L. 93- 
113, this policy will become effective 
January 23,1976. 


ACTIOS schedule of U icomc tltyibiltlp 
level* for foster promt pa rant* or senior 
companions 


Flat* 


AUrt#- 

ArtfOTMI. 

A/k*_ 

r«k»ado. 

Cennertfcot... 

Delaware. 

District of Columbia. 

Florida—... 

OaorKi*.. 

Uawaff............... 

Id a h o . . 

RBnoto..... 

Indiana........ .. 

Inra.... I 
Kjjmm 
Kentucky.. 
LotiUiatia.. 

Maine. 

Maryland.. 

Mascuiriiti* 

Michigan. 

Minnesota. 

!2£SE , .:::3 

Montana.. 

Nebraska.. 

Nevada. 

New llampatUr*.. 

NVw Jroey_... 

New Metko_ 

New Ya 

North Cm _ 

Noitb Dakota.. 
Ohio.... 


Pennsylvania._ 

Rhod* Island. 

South Caruhaa_ 

South Dakota...., 

Temwmw. 

Tsana... 

Utah_ 

Vermont: 

Area 1< 

Arm 2-- 

Virginia_ 

NKSw 

Arm 1.. 

Area 2_ 

W«t Vindoto..... 
VUtouain.... 
Vvninlm 

Virgin Uland*.. 


lodt- 

viUunb 

Family 
of 2* 

Family 
of 3 ‘ 

13.440 

O.W 

$$$» 

ft. 015 

$445 

7.4M 

2.440 

$475 

$310 

2,440 


$3ln 

a mo 

$«M 

7.130 

*040 

$070 

$906 

$745 

4.2*0 

$115 

2, M0 

$475 

4.310 

2,4V) 

$475 

$310 

3.440 

$475 

$110 

2.410 

$47$ 

$3)0 

mw 

$420 

5,850 

$805 

$064 

$'OQ 

2.440 

3, 471 

$1)0 

2.440 

$475 

$110 

2. MO 

$475 

$310 

$444 

$475 

$310 

$440 

$475 

$110 

$640 

$475 

$110 

2.749 

$*U 

$490 

$440 

$475 

$110 

$065 

$700 


2, M0 

$440 

$700 

$010 

$000 

$765 

$640 


$110 

$640 

$424 

$110 

$440 

$475 

$110 

$445 

$380 

$114 

3.XO 


$580 

Xsm 

$601) 

$420 

$050 

$7*0 

$600 


$474 

$110 

$870 

$085 

6.220 

$440 

$475 

$110 

$640 

$475 

$110 

$640 

$475 

$110 

$ 465 

$125 

$980 

$886 

$720 

$440 

$W0 

$835 

$870 

$<85 

$236 

$015 

$640 

$476 

$110 

$640 

$«T5 

$lto 

2,640 

$475 

$110 

$440 

$474 

$110 

$440 

$474 

$110 

$«0 

$985 

$800 

$900 

$206 

$040 

$440 

$474 

$110 

$070 

$9M 

$7W 

$ no 

$•» 

$440 

$440 

$474 

$110 

$480 

$7* 

$570 

$640 

$475 

$310 

$610 

$475 

$110 

$640 

$474 

$110 


» - Family “ r+4*n to a srtmpaf? or more pt*raofu rriitt**! 
by blood, maniac*, or mUtyilao and residing togaibvr. 

John L. Ganley. 
Deputy Director . 
(FH Doc.75-34652 Piled 12 23-75;8:45 am] 


AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICEN¬ 
TENNIAL ADMINISTRATION 

AMERICAN REVOLUTION BICENTENNIAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON RACIAL, 
ETHNIC AND NATIVE AMERICAN PAR¬ 
TICIPATION IN THE BICENTENNIAL 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
Ia. 92-463 >. notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the American Revolution Bi¬ 
centennial Committee on Racial. Ethnic 
and Native American Participation In 
the Bicentennial will be held on Janu¬ 


ary 8 b 9, 1976. in Room 2010 of the 
New Executive Office Building In Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. The meeting will begin at 
8:30 a.m. 

The tentative agenda includes the dis¬ 
cussion of a pilot Forum meeting, a pro¬ 
posed media series highlighting the eth¬ 
nic and racial cultural diversity in this 
country, the July 4, 1976 celebration and 
the Ethnic Racial Alma graph. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
on a space available meeting. Further in¬ 
formation can be obtained from Verna E. 
Clay borne. Director of Ethnic Racial 
Programs. American Revolution Bicen¬ 
tennial Administration. 2401 E Street. 
NW„ Washington, D.C. 20276, Telephone 
1202) 634-1787. 

John W. Waxxes. 

Administrator. 

{FR Doc.75-34747 Piled 12 23-75:8:43 omJ 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Order 75-12-103. Docket Noe. 38570. 32859J 

THE FLYING TIGER LINE INC. 

Domestic Air Freight Rate Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 19th day of December. 1975. 

By tariff revision 1 issued November 21 
and marked to become effective Decem¬ 
ber 21. 1975, The Flying Tiger Line Inc. 
(Tiger) proposes to cancel existing rates 
on vegetables 1 in the Los Angeles to New 
York market at the 5.000 and 10,000 
pound weightbreaks and to Introduce a 
sharply reduced rate for bulk movements 
of 3,000 pounds and over. The proposed 
rate of $8.70 per hundredweight is 39 
percent below the present 10,000 pound 
rate of $14.35, and 46 percent below the 
current 5,000 pound rate of $15.80. Ship¬ 
ments are accepted on a space available 
basis and are to be exempt from Rule 20.* 

A complaint was filed by Trans World 
Airlines, Inc. (TWA) requesting suspen¬ 
sion and investigation of the proposal. 
The complaint alleges, inter alia, that 
(1) the proposed rate does not cover 
noncapacity cost; (2) Tiger incorrectly 
used 1972 coat data In justifying Its rate: 
(3) the proposal results In undue pref¬ 
erence to a single shipper and unjustly 
discriminates against all other shippers; 
and (4) exemption of the rate from Rule 
20 will permit container loads of vege¬ 
tables to be shipped at less than the mini¬ 
mum container charge. 


1 Revision to Airline Tariff Publishing 
Company. Agent, Tariff CA.B. No. 169. 

* Item No. 0139905 (Vegetables, NX 8 , 
processed through sorting, cutting and. or 
trimming, packed tn bags or carton*). 

* Rule 30 at a tea that -Except aa otherwise 
provided, rate* and charge* named in the 

tariff ore subject to Official Air Freight Unit 
Load Device Tariff No. ULD-1, CAB. No. 256. 
Official Air Freight Container Tariff No. CT-7 
C.T.C.(A) No. 116. CAB No. 227. Issued by 
Airline Tariff Pubfflthlng Company. Agent for 
commodities In container* and unit load de¬ 
vice* as specified thereto - Thla mean* this 
traffic will be accepted at bulk rate* even if 
tendered m container*. 
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In support of its proposal, and in an¬ 
swer to the complaint, Tiger contends 
that the proposed rate <1> covers non¬ 
capacity cost and contributes to capa¬ 
city cost when calculated in accordance 
with the formula used in the Domestic 
Air FrciQht Rate Investigation (DAFRI >; 
(2) covers its own noncapacity cost lor 
1975; (3) is designed to match TWA’s 
LD-3 container rate on vegetables on a 
per hundredweight basis * *; <4» will retain 
for Tiger an account which shipped 
305.300 pounds of traffic In the first nine 
months of 1975; and (5) should develop 
$35,532 in revenue based on the traffic 
volume experienced in the first nine 
months of 1975. 

The proposal comes within the scope 
of the Domestic Air Freight Rate Inves¬ 
tigation <DAFRI>. Docket 22859, and its 
lawfulness will be determined in that 
proceeding. The issue now* before the 
Board is whether to suspend the proposal 
or to permit it to become effective pend¬ 
ing final decision in DAFRI. 

The Boaixi has reviewed the proposed 
rate in the light of Indus try-average 
costs of carrying air freight 'Including 
return on investment> ,* finds that it does 
not cover either terminal or noncapacity 
cost and. therefore, believes it should be 
suspended. 

Tiger's cost Justification was originally 
grounded on the noncapacity cost fig¬ 
ures used by the Administrative Law 
Judge in the Initial Decision In DAFRI. 
These figures reflect costs prevailing for 
1972, and must be updated to remain 
meaningful. In answer to the complaint. 
Tiger further contends that the rate cov¬ 
ers its own noncapacity cost for 1975. 
We have no basis on which to judge the 
validity of this claim, and reiterate our 
Intention to assess the reasonableness of 
the proposed rate changes by comparison 
with industiy-average cost. Comparison 
reveals the rate to be noncompensatory 
when applied to bulk traffic. 

Suspension of the proposed rate does 
not preclude attempts to match the TWA 
container rate with a Tiger container 
rate. We understand Tiger's desire to re¬ 
tain large shippers. A reduced bulk rate, 
however, may not be considered a match¬ 
ing rate because there are inherent cost 
differences between bulk and container 
service that Tiger does not fully recog¬ 
nize. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. and particularly 
Sections 204a. 403. 404, and 1002 thereof, 

It is ordered that: 


« Tho LD-3 container flat rate of $232 l* 
divided by 2800 pound* to produce an effec¬ 
tive rate per hundredweight of $8.29. A load¬ 
ing charge estimated by Tiger to be $8.00 la 
added to TWA** Unloading Service Charge 
of $6 00 for the LD-3. resulting In an addi¬ 
tional charge of $0.43 per hundredweight 
• For present purposes the costs utilized 
a. re the same as those presented In the Bu¬ 
reau of Economics' brief to the Board which 
are essentially consistent In methodology 
with the Initial Decision In DAFRI. Further, 
these calendar year 1974 costs have been 
updated to reflect the level* prevailing dur¬ 
ing the nine-month period ended September 
30, 1976. 


1. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the new rate, subject to a min¬ 
imum weight of 3,000 pounds, and the 
cancellation of the rate®, subject to min¬ 
imum weights of 5.000 and 10,000 pounds, 
on SCR 0139905 from Los Angeles to New 
York/Newark on 40th Revised Page 626- 
A of Tariff CAB. No. 169, issued 
by Airline Tariff Publishing Company. 
Agent, is suspended and its use deferred 
to and including March 19, 1976, unless 
otherwise ordered by the Board, and that 
no change be made therein during the 
period of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board; and 

2. Except to the extent granted here¬ 
in. the complaint of Trans World Air¬ 
lines, Inc., in Docket 28570 is dismissed; 
and 

3. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with tho tariff. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

f seal 1 Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.75 34711 FUcd 12 23-75:8 46 am | 


(Docket No. 28666: Order 75-12-1041 

UNITED AIR LINES. INC. 

Order of Suspension and Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 19th day of December. 1975. 

By tariff revisions 1 posted November 
21. 1975, and scheduled to become effec¬ 
tive January 5, 1976, United Air Lines, 
Inc. (United) proposes, inter alia, to in¬ 
crease the minimum charge for C.O.D 
service from $1.00 to $4.00 per shipment. 
The basic charge of 50d per $100 col¬ 
lected remains unchanged. 

In support of the proposal. United as¬ 
serts that C.O.D. minimum charges have 
not been increased since 1951; that labor 
costs have increased 344 percent since 
that time; and that the proposed in¬ 
crease, amounting to 300 percent, merely 
recovers increased labor costs. 

Upon consideration of all relevant fac¬ 
tors. the Board concludes that the pro¬ 
posal may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
justly discriminatory, unduly preferen¬ 
tial. unduly prejudicial, or otherwise un¬ 
lawful. and should be investigated. The 
Board further concludes that the pro¬ 
posal should be suspended pending in¬ 
vestigation. 

While United has submitted data 
showing the Increase in average monthly 
wage rates of Us air freight agents since 
1051. the carrier has not related the 
actual cost of C.O.D. service to the pro¬ 
posed charge. United has not submitted 
any data on man-minutes or other cost- 
causative factors indicating that tho 
proposed Increase is warranted. There¬ 
fore. consistent with its findings in pre¬ 
vious orders,* the Board w*ill suspend 


• Revision* to Airline Tariff Publishing 
Company, Agent, Tariff C A9. No. 96. 

* Bee. e g . Orders 75-11-43 and 72-4-53. 


United’s proposal pending investigation. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 
thereof. 

It is ordered that: 

1. An Investigation is instituted to de¬ 
termine whether the provision reading 
“(Not applicable to UA) M in Rule No. 66 
(GHIHa) and the provisions In Rule 
No. 66<awi)<b> on 26th Revised Page 
36-A of Airline Tariff Publishing Com¬ 
pany, Agent, Tariff C.A.B. No. 96. ml 
rules, regulations, and practices affecting 
such provisions, are or will be unjust or 
unreasonable, unjustly discrlminaturv. 
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicl I. 
or otherwise unlawful, and if found to be 
unlawful, to determine and prescribe the 
lawful provisions, and rules, regulations, 
or practices affecting such provisions . 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the provisions reading “(Not ap¬ 
plicable to UA)** In Rule 66(0>(l)(a< 
and the provisions in Rule No. 66(G) < l > 
<b) on 26th Revised Page 36-A of Airline 
Tariff Publishing Company, Agent, Tariff 
C.A-B. No. 96. are suspended and their 
use deferred to and including April 3. 
1976, unless otherwise ordered by th* 
Board, and that no changes be made 
therein during the period of suspeas:> i 
except by order or special permission of 
the Board; 

3. The proceeding herein designated 
Docket 28666. be assigned for hearing be¬ 
fore an Administrative Law Judge of the 
Board at a time and place hereafter to be 
designated; and 

4. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariff and served upon United 
Air Lines. Inc., which is hereby made u 
party to Docket 28666. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register, 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

(seal! Edwin Z. Holland. 

Secretary 

(FR Doc 75-34712 Filed 12 23-75:8 45 *n:« 


(Order 75-12 98; Docket No*. 22859, 28838 ) 

WESTERN AIR LINES. INC. 

Domestic Air Freight and Priority Reserved 
Air Freight Rates Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautic- 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 19th day of December. 1975 

By tariff revisions 1 issued November 
19. and scheduled to become effective 
December 23, 1975. Western Air Lines. 
Inc. (Western) proposes, inter alia, to 
increase various bulk general and spe¬ 
cific commodity rates and charges iff 
selected markets by as much as 10 per¬ 
cent. Corresponding priority reserved 
general commodity rates are to be in¬ 
creased by an equal percentage. 

In support of the proposal. Western as¬ 
serts that, due to competition, the mar¬ 
kets involved were exempted from West¬ 
ern’s July 1,1975, increase, and thus havr 


«Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishing 
Company. Agent. Tariff CAB. No. 169. 
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already been cost-justified, and that the 
proposed rates do not exceed competitive 
rates filed by other carriers. The carrier 
anticipates a net revenue gain of $262,000 

annually. 

The proposed rates and charges come 
within the scope of either the Domestic 
Air Freight Rate investigation (DAFRI), 
D.ickefc 22859, or the Priority Reserved 
Air Freight Rates Investigation 
i PRAFRI), Docket 26838, and their law¬ 
fulness will be determined in those pro¬ 
ceedings. The issue now before the Board 
Is whether to suspend the proposed in¬ 
creases or to permit them to become ef¬ 
fective pending investigation. 

The Board has reviewed the proposed 
Increase* * In the light of recent industry- 
average costs 'including return on In¬ 
vestment) of carrying air freight/ and 
finds several 100-pound general com¬ 
modity rates between Hawaii and the 
Mainland that exceed costs, as well as a 
limited number of specific commodity 
rates that exceed the general commodity 
rates. 

Upon consideration of all relevant fac¬ 
tors. the Board finds that the above rates 
should be suspended pending final deci¬ 
sion In DAFRI. The Board further con¬ 
cludes that the proposed 100-pound pri¬ 
ority rates in the same markets should 
be suspended, pending invest!ration, 
inasmuch as they would exceed 130 per¬ 
cent of the regular general commodity 
rates. 

The Board will also suspend a number 
of increased priority rates that exceed 
130 percent of the otherwise applicable 
regular service specific commodity rates 
or charges. Although the Board permitted 
Western (as well as Continental Air 
Unea, Inc.) to establish such priority 
general commodity rates including mini¬ 
mum charges reflecting the 100-pound 
weightbrea^ priority rate, the Board sub¬ 
sequently found that a 30 percent pre¬ 
mium over the applicable rates (whether 
KcneraJ or specific commodity rates) was 
the highest that should be permitted, 
pending decision in PRAFRI/ 


* For present purposes the costs utilized are 
the uune as those presented In the Bureau 
of Economics* brief to the Board which are 
• -•'enUalty consistent In methodology with 
the Initial Decision In the Domestic Air 
Freight Rate Investigation, Docket 22859. 
Further, these calendar year 1974 costs have 
hcen updated to reflect the levels prevetl- 
ing during the nine-month period ended 
September 80. 1975. 

* Duo to the technicalities of tariff publi¬ 
cation, In the cases of Increases In priority 
minimum charges resulting In premiums in 
excess of 30 percent over regular minimum 
charges, the Board wUI also suspend the 
proposed 100-pound weight break rate. The 
Board believes that Western should publish 
an tinder 100-pound rate applicable to Its pri¬ 
ority freight service to help eliminate inequi¬ 

ties In the current minimum-charge struc¬ 
ture. 

Further, the Board believes that the exist¬ 
ing premium over general commodity rates 
for priority service U too great when ap¬ 
plied to traffic that would otherwise move 
on discounted specific commodity rates. In¬ 
somuch as such premium will be significantly 
greater than 30 percent. In short, where 


Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404. and 1002 
thereof. 

It is ordered that: X. Pending hearing 
and decision by the Board, the increased 
rates and charges described in Appendix 
A hereto are suspended and their use 
deferred to and including March 21.1976, 
unless otherwise ordered by the Board, 
and that no change be made therein dur¬ 
ing the period of suspension, except by 
order or special permission of the Board; 
and 

2. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariff. 

This order will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

1 8EAL1 Edwin Z. Holland. 

Secretary . 


TAjurr CAB. No. 169. Issvzo bt Anusc Tar- 
trr PvBUsHixa Comp ant, Aaorr 

1. The Inert* used general commodity (QEN) 
rates from the point In Column A to the 
point in Column B subject to s minimum 
weight of 100 pound* on the pages listed 
in Paragraph 5. 

Col. A 

Denver_ 

Honolulu Hilo_ 


Loa Angeles, Phoe¬ 
nix, Portland, 

Ore.. San Dle^o, 

San Francisco/ 

Oakland / San 
Joee Ontario/ 

San Bernardino. 

2. The increased priority reserved (PRT) 
general commodity rate* from the point In 
Column A to the point In Column B subject 
to the minimum weight's) In pounds shown 
In Column C on the pages listed In Para¬ 
graph 5. 


Col. B 

Honolulu/Hilo. 

Denver. Los Angeles, 
Phoenix. Portland. 
Ore.. San Diego. San 
Francisco / Oakland / 
San Jose. 

Honolulu/Hilo. 


Cola 


Col. II 


CoLC 


Iwivtr... 

Honolulu Hilo.. 

Denver... 

Lee Anjrrlr*... 

Ontario Hrmcrdlno 

Honotauu/Uilo__ 

Ixn Armeies.—. 

OntarkVSan Hmmnlino 

Honolulu Hilo. 

Pbsd».. 

Honolulu 1U)o. 

Forth*vd. Orrf. ... 

HoMtawRIb._ 

Kail DlrfO....... 

Uaootalu/Uilo.... 

Kaa FtmndanV< Mkfcn cI/cmui Joee 

Uoaolulullilo..- 

S et t U a .... 

Los A me sir*. 

Plioeuii... 


Haoolulu/Hlio _ IO0. *£». \J00b. 2,000. LOTO, 4,000. 

DrnvfC .. ...... 100,220. 1.000. 2.000. 3.000L 

La* Atmo-W* . . ML l afa, 2.040. 3 000. 

Dww .. kJUXHX MUX 1.1BU. 

...do. -__ 220, knon. 2,1100. 

LosAftfrlcS- .—.. ICO, 27K 

Honolulu 1 llilo ... 100,200,440. 

do .. ICO. 

_ i*homl*_. ... KO.no, 440, 1,000. *000, 3.000, 10,000. 

_.. Honolulu'IUlo .. 106,330,440. 

.... Portland, Orrg ..,. 100,220, 44a 

.... Hoivdtilu'Tlllo .. 100,220, 44a 

....Ken IBr«0 .. KB, 220, 440. IJBT0,1J0UL 

.... Hoooluln/MHe. __ 100.220.440, \fm> :***), 3,000. 

_ Han Fnuwbro/OaklaxK^Bm . 1«, 22a 

.. . Honolulu; llllo ...... 100, 23a 440. 

... Hrsttla . 100,440. 

... lloneUihifflllo ... 100,44a 

... PlxwttU.. . 220. 

... Lew Augrlr* ... 220. 


3. The increased priority reserved (PRF) 
general commodity minimum charge* from 
the point in Column A to the point In 
Column 8 on the page* listed In Paragraph 5. 

Col. A Col. B 

Denver__ Honolulu Hilo 

Honolulu/Hilo_«— Denver. 

Denver_-r-— T -- T --- Los Angeles. 


Honolulu Hilo __ Do. 

Phoenix- Honolulu. Hilo. 

4. The Increased specific commodity (SCR) 
rates from the point In Column A fo the 
point In Column B stated to apply on Item 
numbers shown In Column C subject to mini¬ 
mum weight(s) shown In Column D on the 
pages listed In Paragraph 5. 


Col. A 


CoL H CeL C Cel. D 


LosAnsefes.._..Denwr__ 

Onlurtu/h'aft Hrruardlno _....... . .....do.._... 

Hoaoloiti Ilflo.....Laa Anrd*#_ 

Do.....Kan Ittcfo__ 

Ixm Aisek*... Pbocnlt__ 


r AW» 

OOT2 

QA3,orj[> 

coou 


$. one 
3, ion 
440 

l.nru 

2A..\om,a <w>. s.ao 


5. Pages which contain rates suspended In 
Paragraphs 1, 2, 3 and 4 above: 

24th Revised Page 1394 
30lh Revised Page 1396 
28th Revised Page 1403 
38th Revised Page 1404 
23rd Revised Page 1405 
23rd Revised Page 1406 
26th Revised Page 1412 

|PR Doc.75-34710 Filed 12 23 75;8:45 am) 


Western maintains a specific commodity 
rate on a particular commodity, when mov¬ 
ing In priority service Che commodity takes 
130 percent of the general commodity rate 
rather than the specific commodity rate. 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

COTTON AND MAN MADE FIBER TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS FROM THE REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA 

Import Control Levels 

December 19, 1975. 

On May 21. 1975, in furtherance of the 
objectives of. and under the terms of. the 
Arrangement Regarding International 
Trade in Textiles done at Geneva on 
December 20, 1973, the Governments of 
the United States and the Republic of 
China concluded a comprehensive bila- 
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tcral cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textile agreement concerning exports of 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile 
products from the Republic of China 
to the United States over a period or 
three years beginning on January 1,1975. 
Among the provisions of the agreement 
arc those establishing an aggregate limit 
for Categories 1-64. 101-132. and 200- 
243: group limits within the aggregate 
for Categories 1-38, 64, 200-213 and 241- 
243: Categories 39-63 and 214-240; and 
Categories 101-132; and within the ap¬ 
plicable aggregate and group limits, 
specific limits for Categories 9/10. 18/19. 
22 23. 43 and part of 62 <shirts and 
blouses». 45/46 47. 48. 49. 50/51. 60, 213, 
219, 221. 222, 224. and 234/235 for the 
agreement year beginning on January 1. 
1976. 

Accordingly, there is published below 
a letter of December 19. 1975 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements to 
the Commissioner of Customs directing 
that entry into the United States for 
consumption and withdrawal from ware¬ 
house for consumption in Categories 
9/10. 18/19, 22/23. 43 and part of 62 
(shirts and blouses*, 45 46/47. 48, 49. 
50'51, 60. 213, 219. 221. 222. 224. and 234/ 
235 be limited to the designated levels. 
The levels of restraint set forth below for 
man-made fiber textile products in 
Categories 219. 221, and 224 have been 
reduced by the amount of carryforward 
applied to these categories in the previ¬ 
ous agreement year. A further reduction 
has been made in the level for Category 


219 to account for previous overship- 
inents, as provided in paragraph 10 of 
the bilateral agreement. 

This letter and the actions taken pur¬ 
suant thereto are not designed to imple¬ 
ment all of the provisions of the new 
bilateral agreement, but are designed to 
assist only in the implementation of 
certain of its provisions. 

Alan Polaxsky. 

Chairman , Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements . and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assist¬ 
ance. 

Committee foe the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements 

Com mission e« of Customs, 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. D C. 20229 . 

DreEMftrm 10. 1975. 

Dxae Mb. Com mission ee : Under the terms 
of the Arrangement Regarding International 
Trade In Textiles done at Oeneva on De¬ 
cember 20. 1973. pursuant to the Bilateral 
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textile 
Agreement of May 31, 1975 between the 
Government* of the United States and the 
Republic of China, and In accordance with 
the provisions of Executive Order 11051 of 
March 3, 1972. you are directed to prohibit, 
effective on January 1. 1976 and for the 
twelve-month period extending through De¬ 
cember 31. 1970. entry Into the United States 
for consumption and withdrawal from ware¬ 
house for consumption of ootton and man¬ 
made fiber textile products In the indicated 
categories In excess of the following levels 
of restraint: 


12 -mo level 


Category: 

9/10.... 

18 19 ..... 

23 23.. 

43 and part of 62 (only T.S US.A. 


45/46/47 - 

48 _ 

49 —. 

50/51.. 

60 - 

213_ 

2i9*_:- 

221 * .- 

222 . 

224* .. 

234 235 . 




___square yards.. 

r.........._<1°- 

Nos. 382 0002, 383 0605 and 382.0610) 
square yards equivalent— 

.do*_ 

___ dor* n. - 

... do- 



_do.*_ 

_do_ 

... pounds.. 

.do.— 

„ ..dozen.- 
-.'....do_ 


.. . ...pounds 

___Bquare yards equivalent.. 


of restraint 
36, 532. 163 
1.976.466 
3,920, 061 

871,822 

3. 191,486 

23.375 
37.188 
670.415 
42.600 
8 , 129.147 

8 . 129. 147 

4. 925.555 
3. 576. 597 

9. 126. 603 
65. 943. 646 


• These level* have been reduced to account for carryforward used In the previous agree- 


» (Of which not more th»n 33.533 do* shall be In Category 45.) ...... 

.(Of which not more thui 331.606 doz *h»U be In Cntegory SO md not more than 816.514 

d0 f(Of whtch WtStbii 107.500 lb shall be In T-SOS.A. No.. 380 0430 an<r380.8143 and 
not more than 637.500 lb shall be In TS.CJBA. Now 380 0403 and 380.8103 ) _ 


In carrying out thla directive, entries of 
cotton textile producta In Categories 9/10, 
18 19. 22,‘23. 43 and part of 62, 45/46/47. 48. 
49 50-51 and 60, produced or manufactured 
in’ the Republic of China and exported to 
the United States prior to January 1. 1976. 
shall, to the extent of any unfilled balances, 
be chargod against the levels of restraint 
established for such goods during the period 
January 1, 1976 through December 31. 1915. 
Entries of man-made fiber textile products 
in Categories 213. 219, 221, 222. 224. and 
234 235. produced or manufactured in ths 
Republic of China and exported to the 
United 8late* prior to January 1, 1976. ahalt. 


to the extent of any unfilled balances, be 

charged against the levels of restraint estab¬ 
lished for such goods during the period Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1974 through December 31, 1975. In 
the event the levels of restraint established 
for these periods have been exhausted by 
previous entries, such good* shall be subject 
to the levels set forth In this letter. 

The levels of restraint set forth above are 
subject to adjustment pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the bilateral agreement of May 21. 
1975 between the Governments of the United 
States and the Republic of China which pro¬ 
vide, la part, that: (1) within the aggregate 
and applicable group limit* of the agreement. 


specific levels of restraint may be exceeded 
by designated percentages; (2) there level i 
may be Increased for carryover and cam- 
forward up to 11 percent of the applicable 
category limit; and (3) administrative ar¬ 
rangement* or adjustments may be made to 
resolve minor problems arising in the im¬ 
plementation of the agreement. Any appro 
prUte future adjustment* under the fore¬ 
going provisions of the bilateral agreement 
will be made to you by letter. 

A detailed description of the categoric* t:i 
term* of TS.U5.A. numbers was published 
in the Fedhial Rkcwte* on February 3, 1975 
(40 F R. 5010). 

In carrying out the above directions, en¬ 
try Into the United States for consumption 
shall be construed to Include entry for con¬ 
sumption Into the Commonwealtb of Puerto 
Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov¬ 
ernment at the Republlo of China and with 
respect to imports of cotton, wool and man¬ 
made fiber textile products from the Repub¬ 
lic of China have been determined by the 
Committee for the Implementation of Tet- 
tile Agreements to li^yolve foreign affairs 
function* of the United States. Therefore 
the direction* to the Commiiwfoner of Cus¬ 
tom*, being necessary to the implementa¬ 
tion of such actions, fall within the foreign 
affairs exception to tho rule-making prou- 
slon* of 5 UJB.C. 553. This letter will be pub* 
ltshcd in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely, 

Alan Polansky. 

Chairman. Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation Of Textile Agree¬ 
ments. and Deputy Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Resource.* and Trade 
Assistance. 

jFR Doc.75-34722 Filed 12-23 75;8 45 am| 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

(CP9C Docket No. 75-20) 

0. N. JONAS COMPANY, INC., AND 
GEORGE A. TITLOW 

Flammable Fabrics Act Enforcement 
Proceeding 0 

On November 18. 1975, by direction of 
the Commission, the Acting Secrctur 
issued a Notice of Enforcement prepared 
by the Bureau of Compliance and di¬ 
rected to O. N. Jonas Company. Inc., a 
corporation, and George A. Titlow, indi¬ 
vidually. and as an officer of the com 
pany i Respondents! declaring in sub¬ 
stance that the Commission’s staff be¬ 
lieves that the Respondents have vio¬ 
lated the provisions of the Federal Truth' 
Commission Act (15 U.8.C. 41 et scq.». 
the Flammable Fabrics Act <15 U.SC 
1191 ct seq.», the rules and regulatioi 
promulgated under the Flammable 
Fabrics Act <16 CFR S 302>. and the 
Standard for the Surface Flammability 
of Carpets and Rugs <FF 1-70. 35 FH 
6211, April 16. 1970). Commission Juris¬ 
diction over this matter is based on the 
transfer of functions under the fore¬ 
going Acta to the Commission by Sec¬ 
tion 30 of the Consumer Product Safety 
Act <15 UB.C. 2051. 2079 ). tl 

The Staff states its charge* as follows 

1. Respondent O. N. Jonas Company 
Inc., is a corporation organised ana 
doing business under the laws of the 
State of Georgia. Respondent G©OW 
Titlow is an officer of the corporation, m 
formulates, directs, and controls the 
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acts, practices and policies of the cor¬ 
poration. 

Respondents are engaged in the man¬ 
ufacture and sale of carpets and rugs 
with their office and principal place of 
business located at Fleming Street, Dal¬ 
ton. Georgia 30720. 

2 Respondents are now and have been 
engaged in the manufacturing for sale, 
sale and offering for sale, in commerce, 
and have introduced, delivered for intro¬ 
duction, transported and caused to be 
transported in commerce, and have sold 
or delivered after sale or shipment in 
commerce, products, as the terms "com¬ 
merce" and “product," are defined in the 
Hummable Fabrics Act <FFA>. These 
products fail to conform to the require¬ 
ments of an applicable standard as 
required by Section 3<a) of the FFA 05 
US.C. 1192). 

Among such products mentioned above 
was carpeting designated as style "Shag 
West" subject to the Standard for the 
Surface Flammability of Carpets and 
Rugs <FF 1-70), but which were not 
manufactured in conformance with all of 
the requirements of that standard. 

3. Respondents furnished false guaran¬ 
ties in respect to certain carpeting des¬ 
ignated as style "Shag West" with rea¬ 
son to believe that such carpeting might 
be Introduced, sold or transported in 
commerce, in violation of Section 8(b) of 
the FFA. 

4. Attached hereto are copies of the 
principal items of written evidence, 
marked Commission Exhibits 1-11 which 
the staff considers to constitute a prima 
facie case. Briefly described, the exhibits 
are test reports and inspection reports 
relating to samples of carpet manu¬ 
factured by respondents which failed the 
aforementioned flammability tests under 
the Carpet Standard. 

5. The aforesaid acts and practices of 
respondents were and are in violation of 
the FFA. as amended, and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder: 
and as such constitute unfair methods of 
competition and unfair and deceptive 
acts and practices in commerce, within 
the intent and meaning of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. 

A proposed agreement containing a 
Consent Order to Cease and Desist the 
alleged violations was also furnished to 
Respondents. The identification of the 
exhibits which Enforcement Counsel 
considers as constituting a prima facie 
case will not preclude the Introduction of 
further evidence relevant and material 
to the subject matter. 

Counsel for Respondents has filed an 
answer constituting, in effect, a general 
denial of the substantive allegations in 
the Notice of Enforcement, and in addi¬ 
tion, has included several affirmative de¬ 
fenses alleging as follow's: 

1. That the procedures utilized by the 
Commission in concluding that carpet 
samples failed to meet the requirements 
of the FFA as not being in accord with 
i>crmlssable procedures promulgated by 
the Federal Trade Commission or the 
Commission, were improper. 


2. That said procedures arc neither ac¬ 
curate nor reliable and that the failure of 
Isolated carpet samples to meet the ac¬ 
ceptance criteria of the Flammable 
Fabrics Standard does not constitute 
violation of the FFA. 

3. That the Commission improperly re¬ 
jected the results of intervening flam¬ 
mability teste which show compliance 
with said Standard. 

4. That the Commission has misap¬ 
plied the provisions of Section 3(a) of 
the FFA and the Standards thereunder. 

5. That the samples of the carpet 
tested were not "in commerce" as that 
term is used in the FFA. 

6. That the Respondents have already 
recalled from commerce unsold rolls of 
the carpet in question and. therefore, no 
additional benefits will inure to the pub¬ 
lic as a result of this proceeding. 

7. That this proceeding is unnecessary 
and sohuld have been terminated by ex¬ 
ecution of voluntary assurances under 
Federal Trade Commission rules. 

8 That Respondent corporation has 
previously executed a consent order 
agreement conforming with the Com¬ 
mission's decision in Conooleum Indus - 
tries. Inc. <CPSC Docket No. 75-3), a 
case involving essentially identical facts 
and law, with the result that the im¬ 
position of a markedly different form of 
order, would violate Respondents* con¬ 
stitutional rights. 

9. That no substantial hazard exists, 
and that the remedies contained in the 
proposed Order are unnecessary to ade¬ 
quately protect the public. 

10. That the extent of Respondents' 
failure to comply with the FFA or the 
Standard, if any. was de minimus. 

11. That the Respondent company 
exercised good faith in the production of 
the carpet in question by utilizing the 
latest flame retardant materials and by 
conducting extensive testing to insure 
continued compliance with the law. 

12. That the proposed Order seeks to 
impose remedies based upon Section 15 
40 and <d) of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act, when in fact, Section 30(d) of 
said Act requires Respondents' conduct 
to be judged pursuant to the Federal 
Trade Commission Act and the FFA. 

13. That the proposed Order is too 
broad in that it extends to all product* 
subject to the FFA. although the issue 
herein concerns only carpet rolls. 

14. That George A. Titlow' is improperly 
joined as an individual although he en¬ 
gaged in no acts whatsoever that gave 
rise to tills complaint. 

15. That the proposed Order is am¬ 
biguous and extends the jurisdiction of 
the Commission beyond its statutory 
authority. 

16. That the Notice of Enforcement is 
ambiguous in that it applies to all “Shag 
West" carpet production while the pro¬ 
posed Order extends to “Shag West" 
(foam backed) only. 

17. That the Commission's regulations 
pertaining to guaranties and false guar¬ 
anties are ambiguous, invalid, and un¬ 
enforceable 


18. That the proposed Order Is Invalid 
Insofar as it attempts to preclude the 
export of noncomplying product in con¬ 
travention of Respondents' rights under 
15 U.S.C. Section 1202(a). 

19. That the proposed Order is Invalid 
as to Respondent George A. Titlow, In 
that it would expose him to public igno¬ 
miny and could seriously interfere with 
his ability to earn a livelihood—all in 
excess of the Commission's authority. 

On the basis of the foregoing. Re¬ 
spondents' request dismissal of the 
Notice of Enforcement. 

Issue having been Joined, it is deemed 
necessary in order to organize the prepa¬ 
ration for. and conduct of, the hearing, 
that a prehearing conference be held at 
9:30 a.m., e*.t., Tuesday, January 6.1976, 
in the Commission's 7th Floor Confer¬ 
ence Room. 1750 K St. NW . Washington. 
D.C. 20207. 

Counsel are requested to exchange and 
file with this office memoranda setting 
forth (l)a definition of the issues to be 
heard, (2) requests for discovery. If any, 
(3) disclosure of the number of witnesses 
and the approximate length of time each 
presentation will entail, and (4) a pro¬ 
posal for the time, date and place of the 
hearing. 

Dated: December 16, 1975. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer. 

Administrative Law Judge. 

I PR Doc.75-34046 Filed 12-23 76;8:4S »m| 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 454-21 

AIR POLLUTION PREVENTION ANO 
CONTROL 

Hazardous Air Pollutants, Addition to List 

Section 112 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C, 1857c-7> directs the Administra¬ 
tor of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to publish and from time to time 
revise a list of air pollutants, which in 
his judgment may cause, or contribute 
to, an increase in mortality or an in¬ 
crease in serious irreversible, or incapac¬ 
itating reversible, illness and to which 
no national ambient air quality stand¬ 
ard is applicable. Within 180 days after 
the Inclusion of any air pollutant in the 
list, the Administrator is required to pub¬ 
lish proposed regulations establishing 
emission standards for such pollutants 
together with a notice of a public hear¬ 
ing to be held within 30 days after pub¬ 
lication of the notice. 

The Administrator, after evaluating 
available information, has concluded 
that vinyl chloride is an air pollutant 
which meets the above requirements. 
Evaluation of other air pollutants Is be¬ 
ing conducted and the list will be revised 
from time to time os the Administrator 
deems appropriate. Accordingly, notice 
is given that the Administrator, pursu¬ 
ant to section 112(b)(1)(A) of the Act 
and after consultation with appropriate 
advisory committees. Independent ex¬ 
perts. and Federal departments and 
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agencic. in accordance with section 117 
if) of the Act, effective on December 24, 
1975 amends the list of hazardous air 
pollutants to read as follows: 

List or Hazardous Air Pollutants 
• • • • • 

4. Vinyl chloride 
Dated: December 16,1975. 

Russell E. Train. 

Administrator. 

IFR Doc 76-34512 Piled 12-23-75.8:45 am] 


|PTTO: PRL 472-6| 

FOOD ADDITIVE PETITION 
Notice of Filing 

Chetnagro Agricultural Div., Mobay 
Chemical Co., PO Box 4913, Kansas City 
MO 64120, has submitted a food additive 
petition (FAP 6H5111) to the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) which 
proposes to amend 21 CFR 123 and 561 
by establishing food and feed additive 
regulations permitting the use of the 
insecticide which is a mixture of O-cthyl 
O . (4 - <mcthyithlo)phenyl 1 S - propyl 
phosphorodithioate and xylene in a pro¬ 
posed experimental program Involving 
application of the insecticide to growing 
cotton with a tolerance of 1.0 part per 
million for residues of the insecticide in 
cottonseed hulls and cottonseed oil. 

Notice of this submission is given pur¬ 
suant to Section 409(b) (5> of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. Interested 
persons are invited to submit written 
comments on the petition referred to in 
this notice to the Federal Register Sec¬ 
tion, Technical Services Division <WH- 
569), Office of Pesticide Programs. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Room 
401, East Tower, 401 M St. SW. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. Three copies of the 
comments should be submitted to fa¬ 
cilitate the work of the Agency and 
others interested in inspecting them. The 
comments should be submitted as soon 
as possible and should bear a notation 
Indicating the petition number “FAP 
6H5111." Comments may be mode at any 
time while a petition is pending before 
the Agency. All written comments will 
be available for public inspection in the 
Office of the Fedpeal Register from 
8:30 a m. to 4:00 pm., Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: December 17,1975. 

John B.Rrrcn. Jr., 
Director . Registration Division. 
JKR Doc.75-34740 riled 12-23-75:8:45 lun] 

| OPP-180057: PRL 473-1) 

VERMONT DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Issuance of a Specific Exemption To 
Control the Meadow Vole in Vermont 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
18 of the Federal Insectici de. Fu ngicide, 
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended (86 Slat. 973; 7 U.S.C, 136). 
notice is hereby given that the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) has 


granted a specific exemption to the Ver¬ 
mont Department of Agriculture (here¬ 
after referred to as the “Applicant 0 ) to 
use a diphaclnone formulation to control 
populations of the meadow vole, which 
are threatening commercial apple or¬ 
chards located in three counties in Ver¬ 
mont This exemption was granted in 
accordance with, and is subject to, the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 166. issued 
December 3. 1973 <38 FR 33303). which 
prescribes requirements for exemption of 
Federal and State agencies for use of 
pesticides under emergency conditions. 

This notice contains a summary of cer¬ 
tain information set forth in the appli¬ 
cation. For more detailed information, 
interested parties are referred to the ap¬ 
plication on file with the Registration 
Division (WH-567). Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, 401 M St. SW., Room 
E-315. Washington. D.C. 20460. 

According to the Applicant, the 
meadow vole (Microtus Pennsylvania*) 
is a perennial problem in Vermont or¬ 
chards, and Is the principal rodent re¬ 
sponsible for girdling of apple trees in 
the State. Populations of the meadow 
vole commonly cause economic damage 
to commercial apple orchards by girdling 
the tree trunks below snow cover dur¬ 
ing the winter months over much of the 
Northeast Therefore, satisfactory con¬ 
trol of this rodent must be accomplished 
before snow falls; the desired applica¬ 
tion time would be after the apple har¬ 
vest Is complete and before the first 
snows, which generally occur In late 
November. 

Zinc phosphide and Endrtn In formu¬ 
lations arc registered for controlling 
meadow voles. However, the Applicant 
claimed that zinc phosphide is ineffective 
because it is very unstable In the pres¬ 
ence of moisture and, unless packaged 
under ideal conditions, it deteriorates 
very rapidly. The use of Endrin poses 
definite risks to non-target species, espe¬ 
cially birds. The Applicant proposed to 
use a 0.005 percent diphaclnone pel¬ 
letized bait formulation at the rate of 10 
pounds of product (0.05 pounds AX) per 
acre. 

The diphaclnone formulation will be 
applied aerially by fixed-wing aircraft 
Personnel involved In the application are 
experienced in all aspects of apple pest 
control, and Include personnel from the 
University of Vermont Agricultural Ex¬ 
periment Station, University of Vermont 
Extension Service, Velslcol Chemical 
Corporation, and the Vermont Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. The economic bene¬ 
fits anticipated from the program will be 
adequate protection of certain orchards 
from meadow voles; some of these or¬ 
chards experienced severe damage dur¬ 
ing the past several years. The controls 
proposed appear to be adequate to pre¬ 
vent misuse of the pesticide and prevent 
any serious short-term or long-term ad¬ 
verse environmental effects. The Fish 
and Wildlife Service of the U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior has reported that 
no endangered or threatened species oc¬ 
cur within the proposed treatment area. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information. EPA has de¬ 


termined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
meadow voles has occurred; (b) there Ls 
no pesticide presently registered likely 
to be efficacious and environmentally ac¬ 
ceptable; (c) there are no alternative* 
means of control, taking into account 
the efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if, the 
meadow voles arc not controlled; and 
(e) the time available for action to miti¬ 
gate the problems posed is insufficient 
for a pesticide to be registered for this 
use. Accordingly, the Applicant has been 
granted a specific exemption to use the 
pesticide noted above until December 31, 
1975. to the extent and in the manner set 
forth in the application. The specific ex¬ 
emption is alio subject to the following 
additional provisions: 

1. The dosage rate shall not exceed ten 
(10) pounds of the pelletized diphacl¬ 
none bait (Ramik Brown, EPA Reg. No. 
876-164AA) per acre (0.05 pounds A.I.); 

2. The treated acreage shall not ex¬ 
ceed 2,000 acres of apple orchards lo¬ 
cated In Addison, Bennington, and 
Windham counties; 

3. The total actual diphaclnone used 
shall not exceed one hundred (1G0 j 
pounds; 

4. Duration of the application will be 
from the end of apple harvest until the 
first snow in November: 

5. Efficacy data will be obtained pur¬ 
suant to registration of this use pattern 
of Ramik Brown under section 3 of the 
amended FIFRA; 

6. The Applicant w ill establish liaison 
with the Vermont Department of Fish 
and Game pursuant to monitoring ef¬ 
fects of the rodenticide on non-target 
species, especially secondary poisoning of 
scavenging mammals and raptors; and 

7. The Applicant is reminded of the re¬ 
porting require ment pursuant to 5 166-5 
of the amended FIFRA. 

It should be noted that if the Admin¬ 
istrator determines that the Applicant Is 
not complying with the requirements set 
forth or if such action is necessary to 
protect man or the environment, the ex¬ 
emption shall be Immediately withdrawn. 

Dated: December 19.1975. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
/or Pesticide Programs 

(FR Doc.75-34739 Piled 12-23-75:8:45»m| 
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NATIONAL AIR QUALITY CRITERIA ADVI¬ 
SORY COMMITTEE OF THE SCIENCE 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice ts 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
National Air Quality Criteria Advisory 
Committee of the Science Advisory Board 
will be held at 9:00 ftjn. on January -- 
1976 in Conference Room A (Room 1112 1 . 
Crystal Mull BuUdinp No. 2. 1»2I Jeffer¬ 
son Davis Highway. Arlington. Virginia 
The purpose of the meeting w*ill be l 
to consult the committee on arsenic as an 
air pollutant; (2) to hear and discu^ 
progress reports from committee review 
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groups which are reviewing the criteria 
documents for sulfur oxides, particulate 
matter, carbon monoxide, photochemical 
oxidants, hydrocarbons, and nitrogen 
oxides; (3) to brief the committee on and 
to discuss developments regarding a ref¬ 
erence method for determination of 
nitrogen oxides: and <4> to brief the 
. ommittee on and to discuss develop¬ 
ments regarding calibration of oxidant 
measurement instruments. The Agenda 
will also include «5> brief reports and in¬ 
formational items of current interest to 
the members. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public wishing to 
attend or submit a paper should contact 
the Executive Secretary, Mr. Ernst Linde. 
Scientist Administrator. Science Advis¬ 
ory Board <A-101>, U.8. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Washington. D.C. 
20460. 

The telephone number is *703) 557- 

7720. 

Thomas D. Bath, 

Staff Director . 

Science Advisory Board . 

December 18, 1975. 

[PB Doc.75 34741 Piled 12 23 75;8:45 am! 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

| Report No. 7831 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications Accepted For Filing 

December 8. 1975. 

The applications listed herein have 
been found, upon initial review, to be 
acceptable for filing. The Commission re¬ 
serves the right to return any of these 
applications, if upon further examina¬ 
tion. it is determined they are defective 
and not in conformance with the Com¬ 
mission's Rules and Regulations or its 
policies. 

Pinal action will not be taken on any 
of these applications earlier than 31 days 
following the date of this notice, except 
for radio applications not requiring a 30 
day notice period (see 4 309(0 of the 
Communications Act of 1934.) or as 
otherwise noted. Unless specified to the 
contrary, comments or petitions may be 
filed concerning any of these applica¬ 
tions within 30 days of the date of this 
notice. 

In order for an application filed under 
Part 21 of the Commission's Rules (Do¬ 
mestic Public Radio Services) to be con¬ 
sidered mutually exclusive with any 
other such application appearing herein, 
it must be substantially complete and 
tendered for filing by whichever date Is 
earlier: (a) the close of business one 
business day preceding the day on which 
the Commission takes action on the pre¬ 
viously filed application: or <b) within 
60 days after the date of the public no¬ 
tice listing the first prior filed applica¬ 
tion (with which the subsequent applica¬ 
tion is in conflict) as having been 
accepted for filing. In common carrier 
radio services other than those listed un¬ 


NOTICES 

der Part 21. the cut-ofT date for filing a 
mutually exclusive application Is the 
close of business one business day pre¬ 
ceding the day on which the previously 
filed application is designated for hear¬ 
ing. With limited exceptions, an appli¬ 
cation which is subsequently amended 
by a major change will be considered as 
a newly filed application for purposes of 
the cut-off rule. (See 5 1.227(b)(3) and 
21.30(b) of the Commission's Rules.) 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal! Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary . 

Applications accepted for filing; 

Domestic Public Land Mobil* Radio srovicE 

20875-CD-P-76. Radlofone of Southeast 
Teras, Inc.. (New). C-P. for a new l-way 
station to operate on 43.58 MHz located at 
Church House Rd„ 0 mi. S. of Vidor. Tenui. 
20676-CD-P-76, General Communications 
Service. Inc.. (KSV965), C.P. to relocate 
faculties and change antenna system op¬ 
erating on 35 22 Mliz at Loc 2 4: Dixie A 
Conley Roads, Mountain View, Georgia. 
20877-CD-AL-(9) -76, Curtin Call Communi¬ 
cations. Inc. Consent to Alignment of 
Radio Station License from Curtin Call 
Communications. Inc., Assignor, to Wil¬ 
liam J. Curtin. Br., Assignee. Stations; 
KIJP478, KQZ785. KSD318. Madison, Wis¬ 
consin; KRS830. La Crosse. Wisconsin; 

KSV988, KTS232, Eau Claire, Wisconsin: 

K8V989, KUC868. Pond du Lac. Wisconsin. 
K8V995. Janesville, Wisconsin. 

20878-CD-AL- (9 > -76, William J. Curtin. 8r 
Consent to Assignment of Radio Station 
License from William J. Curtin, Sr, assig¬ 
nor. to William J. Curton, III d b.a. Curtin 
Call Communications, Assignee. Stations: 
KLP478, KQZ785. K8D318. Madison Wis¬ 
consin; KRS630, I.a Crosse, Wisconsin; 

KSV988. KTS232, Eau Claire. Wisconsin; 

KSV989, KUC868, Pond du Lac. Wisconsin; 
KSV995, Janesville, Wisconsin. 

20879-CIV P-78, Omni Communications. Inc. 
i KSV954) C.P. to relocate facilities operat¬ 
ing on 158.70 MHz to be located at Pru¬ 
dential Building. Prudential Center. Bos¬ 
ton. Massachusetts. 

20880 CD-P-(2)-76, Mt. Shasta Radiotele¬ 
phone. Inc. | KUS379) C.P. for additional 
test facilities to operate on 158 62 At 159.06 
MHr located at KC Road. 025 ml. East of 
Mt. 8hasta Blvd., Mt. Shasta, California. 
20881-CDP 76, Portable Communications. 
Inc. (KEK289) C.P. for additional facili¬ 
ties to operate on 454 325 MHz at Loc. *3: 
21 Marine Midland Center. Buffalo, New 
York. 

20882 CD P-<2)-76. James, Floyd. Lee. d b.a. 
Mobile Dispatch Service (KIP558) C.P. for 
additional facilities to operate on 454.100 
and 454.175 MHz located at 942 Shelton 
Beach Road Ext., Mobile, Alabama. 

20883-CD-P-76, Martin E. WUlson d.b a. Vic¬ 
tor Valley Radio-Telephone Company 
(KLF557) C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 15206 MHz at a new Loc. 22: 

5 milee north of VlctorvUle, California. 

20884 CD-P-76. Contact. Inc. (KOA807) C.P. 
for additional facilities to operate on 35.22 
MHz at Loc. 2 2 : 4338 Park Heights Ave¬ 
nue. Baltimore. Maryland. 
20885~CD-P-(2)-76. The Chesapeake and 
Potomac Telephone Company of Maryland 
(KGA587) C.P. to change antenna svatem 
and replace transmitter operating on 152 51 
MHz. Base and 152 51, 152.63. 152.75 Sc 
152.81 MHz. Standby located at 3913 Cold 
Spring Lane. Baltimore, Maryland. 


59479 

20886 CD P-(2)-76. Tel-Car, Inc.. IKLF594), 
CP. to change antenna system operating 
on 454 300 MHz at Loc. 22: 0.5 ml R. of 
Meridian, Idaho and for additional faclll- 
tlea to operate on 158 70 MHz at Loc. jr4: 
Bennett Mountain 15*; miles N E. of 
Mountain Home. Idaho. 

20887-CjD P-76, Robert H Larson d.b.a. Ore¬ 
gon Mobile Radio, (New), C.P. for a new 
1-way station to operate on 158 70 MHz to 
be located at 1200 Mira Mar. Medford, Ore¬ 
gon, 

20888-CD-P 76. Schuylkill Mobile Pone. Inc . 
(New). C.P. for a new 1-way station to 
operate on 132.24 MHx to be located at 
Sharp Mountain. N Manhelm TWP. Potts- 
villc. Pennsylvania. 

20889-CD-P-76. Pro tec to wire Pacific Com¬ 
pany. Inc., (New), C.P. foT a new 1-way 
station to operate on 43.22 MHx to be lo¬ 
cated at Rainer HlU, 4 4 mile* South of 
Iongvlew, Washington. 

20890-CB-P-76. Vernon II. Johnson, (New), 
C.P. for a new l-way station to operate on 
162.24 MHz to be located at 800 Airport 
Road, Milan, New Mexico. 

20891-CD-P-76, Lallc Hampton d.b*. Radio 
Call Company, (ICPJ903). C.P. to change 
frequency from 35.58 MHz to 152 24 MHx 
and for additional control facilities oper¬ 
ating on 454 300 MHz located at Tannery 
Knob. Johnson City, Tennessee. 

20892-CD-P-76, Tel-Page Corporation, 
(KUO590), C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 454.100 MHx at a new Loc. 22 
222 Midtown Towers. Rochester, New York 
20893-CD- P-16, The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (KMA829), CP to 
change antenna system operating on 35 58 
MHz located at 5252 Balboa Avenue. Ban 
Diego. California. 

20894-CD-P-70. Western Comm uni cat! oils 
Service, (KK0416), C.P. for additional fa- 
cilitlea to operate on 152.12 MHz at Loc. r 1: 
320 West 26th Street. San Angelo. Texas 
20695-CD-P-76. DPRS. Inc., t.a. Zlpcall, 
(KCB890), C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 35.22 MHz located at John 
Hancock Tower Building. Boston. Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

20896-CD* P-76, Mobile Phone of Texas, Inc.. 
(KLF477), C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 162,18 MHz located 1.7 miles 
North of Young County Court Hoiise, 
Oraham. Texas. 

20807—CD-P-76. Laile Hampton d.b.a Radio 
Call Company. <KU0568|. CJ>. to change 
frequency from 168.70 MHx to 162.24 MHz 
located at 124 Dahlia Street. Kingsport. 
Tennessee. 

Rural Radio 

00227 CR-P 70, Umpqua Telephone Co„ Inc . 
(New), CP. for a new Rural 6ubscriber- 
Pixed station to operate on 158 07 MHz lo¬ 
cated in Rural area 7 miles 8SW of Elklon. 
Oregon. 

60228-CR-P-76, Umpqua Telephone Co . Inc., 
(New), C.P. for a new Central Office station 
to operate on 152.81 MHz located 2 5 miles 
SSE of Elk ton, Oregon. 

CoaRJCCTtON 

60226CR-TC-76, Mobilfone of Northeastern 
Pennsylvania. Inc. Consent to transfer of 
control from Margaret Swartz Ehrhordt. 
Executrix of the Estate of Ted Ehrhardt, 
Transferor, to Margaret Swartz Ehrhordt! 
Transferee, Station: KON24—Temp-Fixed. 

Point to Point Microwave Radio Srivint 
I301-CF-P-76. Indiana Bell Telephone Com¬ 
pany, Inc.. (KBL95J, 119 East 7th 8treet, 
Bloomington. Indiana. Lat. 39'10‘07’*, N. 
Long. 86 % 3r58" W. CJP. to add frequencies 
10835V 11155V MHz toward New Unionvllie. 
Indiana on azimuth 55-5 \ 
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1302- CPP-76. Same. (KTG61), 1 mile SW 

of Now Unlonvllle. Indiana. Lat. 39*12*04" 
N, Long. 80*28*19" W. CP. lo add fre¬ 
quencies 11285V 11805V MHz toward 

Bloomington, Indiana on azimuth 235.6*. 
and 4150H MHz toward a new point of 
communication at Clear Springs, Indiana 
on azimuth 144 4*. 

1303- CF-P-75, Same. I New), 0.5 mile WNW 
of Clear Springs. Indiana. Lat. 38*66*40" 
N., Long. 88*13*18" W. C P- for a new sta¬ 
tion on frequencies 4110H MHz toward New 
Unionvllle, Indiana on azimuth 324.6*. and 
4110H MHz toward a new station at Salem. 
Indiana on azimuth 1708*. 

1304- CF P-76 Same (New) 23 miles West of 
Salem. Indiana. Lat. 38*38*29* N.. Long. 88* 
09*21" W. CP. for a new station on fre¬ 
quencies 4150H MHz toward a new station 
at Clear Springs. Indiana on azimuth 
350 9*. and 4150H toward a new station at 
Floyds Knobs. Indiana on azimuth 316.2*. 

1305- CF-P-76, Same. I New) 28 miles. NE 
of Floyds Knobs. Indiana. Lat. 38*21 16** 
N.. Long 85*50*49" W. CP. for a new Bu¬ 
tton on frequencies 4110H MHz toward a 
new station at Salem. Indiana on azimuth 
3168*. and 10835V 11185V MHz toward a 
new station at New Albany. Indiana on 
azimuth 1618*. 

1306- CF-P-76 Same (New) 510 Bant Spring 
Street. New Albany. Indiana. Lat, 38*17*15" 
N. -Long 85*49*05" W. C.P. for a new sta¬ 
tion on frequencies 11285V 11806V MHz 
toward a new station at Floyds Knobs. 
Indiana on azimuth 341 2*. 

1298- CF-P-76, Tower Communication Sys¬ 
tems. Corporation. (WBA744). 1.5 miles NE 
of Lancaster. Ohio. Lat. 39*43*53" If., Long. 
82*35*42" W C.P to add 11095 OH MHz 
toward Newark. Ohio. 

1299- CF-P-76. Pacific Tclalrontcs. Inc., 
(KT039). Horse Mountain. 7.0 miles SW 
of Willow Creek. California. Lat. 40*52*20" 
N.. Long, 123*44 08" W. CP. to add G056.4H 
MHz and 0212.OH MHz toward Crescent 
City. California; and change frequency to 
6212.OV MHz toward Eureka, California. 

1311-CF-P-76, Eastern Microwave, Inc.. 
1WDD72). Blue Mountain. 2 2 miles SSE of 
Summit Stn.. Pennsylvania. Lat. 40*31*55" 
N-. Long. 76*11*49" W. CP. to add 6162 8H 
MHz. via power split, toward Herahey 
N.O.C . Pennsylvania: and add 61528V MHz. 
via power split, toward Hereihey-2. Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

1212—CF-P-76, 8ame. (WDD76) Herahey 
N.O.C* Pennsylvania. Lat. 40*17*07" N.. 
Long. 78*39*16** W. C.P. to add 6360 3H 
MHz toward Little Mountain. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

1313-CF-P-76. Same. (WDD77) Little Moun¬ 
tain. 0.7 mile NW of Summerdale. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. CP. to power spilt frequency 6063 8H 
MHz toward Carlisle, Columbia A Marietta, 
Pennsylvania; and power split 60638V MHz 
toward Meehanlesburg and Red Lion. Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

IFR Doc 75 34666 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


BROADCAST SERVICE WORKING GROUPS 
1979 WORLD ADMINISTRATIVE RA¬ 
DIO CONFERENCE 

Schedule of Meetings 

December 19.1975. 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
Is hereby given that five of the Broadcast 
Service Working Oroupa for the 1979 
World Administrative Radio Conference 


wiW be held during the month of Janu¬ 
ary 1976 as follows: 

AM Broadcasting Service Group 

Monday. January 19. 1076—10:30 am.- 
12:30 p.m.. Room 752, 1919 "M** 8t„ N.W* 
Washington. D C. 

Chatrman: D. C. Everist, FOC Liaison: 
Dennis Williams. 

PM Broadcasting Service Obovr 

Tuesday. January 13. 1976—1:30 pjn.- 
4:30 phi.. Room 752, 1919 **M** 8t.. N.W., 
Washington, DC. 

Chairman: Gary He*a, FCC Liaison: Hlde- 
yukl NoguchL 

TV Broadcasting Service Oroup 

Wednesday. January 14, 1976—0:30 am - 
12 Noon, Room 752. 1919 **M M St.. N.W.. Wash¬ 
ington. DC. 

Chairman: James D. Parker, FCC Liaison: 
Charles H. Brcig. 

Broadcast Auxiliary Service Group 

Wednesday. January 14. 1976—1:30 pm- 
4:30 p.m., Room 752. 1919 **M M St.. N.W^ 
Washington. D C. 

Chairman: John Serafln. FCC Liaison: A1 
Jarratt. 

Broadcast Satellite -Service Group 

TuesdRy. January 27. 1970—9:30 am.-12 
Noon. Room 752. 1919 **M~ SU N W.. Wash¬ 
ington. DjC. 

Chairman: E. K. Reinhart. FCC Liaison: 
Charles H. Brelg. 

The Agenda for each Service Group will be 
the same as follows: 

1. Call to order and approval of Mlnutee 
of last meeting. 

2. Approval of Agenda. 

3. Reports from Task Oroupa. 

4. Review of Spectrum Requirement*. 

5 . New Matters for Consideration. 

6. Next Meeting Date and Adjournment. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal) Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

|FH Doc.75-34661 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 amj 


BROADCAST BUREAU SERVICE GROUPS 
Schedule of Meetings 

December 17,1975. 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-483, notice 
Is hereby given of a meeting of a Broad¬ 
cast Bureau Service Working Group for 
the 1979 World Administrative Radio 
Conference. 

The meeting Is as follows: January 12, 
197$. 

The International Broadcasting Serv¬ 
ice Group. Stanley Lelnwoll. Chairman 
and Roger Lcgge. Vice-Chairman, will 
hold lte second meeting at 1:00 p.m. on 
January 12, 1976, In Room A205, Federal 
Communications Commission. 1229 20th 
Street. N.W.. Washington, D.C, The 
meeting will be open to broadcast Indus¬ 
try representatives and Interested mem¬ 
bers of the public. The agenda for the 
meeting is as follows: 

1. Call to order by the Chairman. 

2. Approval of the minutes of the Oc¬ 
tober 21, 1975 meeting. 


3. Election of a secretary. 

4. Reports of the members. Technical 
subcommittee and election of a chair¬ 
man. 

5. Reports of the members. Present 
Usage subcommitee and election of a 
chairman. 

6. Discussion of possible regional 
methods of communication between 
members, between plenary sessions or 
working group. 

7. New Business. 

8. Setting next meeting dote and ad¬ 
journment. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

f seal ! Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-34663 Filed 12* 23-75:8:45 amf 


CABLE TELEVISION ANNUAL REPORTING 
FORM 

December 9, 1975. 

Because of unavoidable delays the 
Cable Television Annual Reporting 
Forms (FCC Form 325) were mailed later 
than had been anticipated. In order to 
permit sufficient time for the forms to 
be completed their due date has been 
extended until January 23. 1976. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 

[seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary 

[FR Doc.75-34663 Filed 12-23-76:8:45 am J 


COMMON CARRIER RELAY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

December 18. 1975 

The next meeting of the Common Car¬ 
rier Radio Relay Advisory’ Committee 
organized to prepare the 1979 World Ad¬ 
ministrative Radio Conference, will be 
held In Room 752. Federal Communlea- 
held on January 15, 1976 in Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. The meeting will be 
lions Commission, 1919 M Street. NW. 
at 9:00 a jn. The agenda of the meeting 
is to: (1) review the progress of the five 
fact finding task forces, (2) discus 
problems and approaches. (3) establish a 
schedule for completion of the various 
tasks, and (4) make recommendations 
for tentative changes In the Table of Fre¬ 
quency Allocations at this time for sub¬ 
mission to the Steering Committee for its 
review by February 1.1976. 

All participants in the task farces are 
urged to attend. The meeting is open to 
the public. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary 

| FR Doc 75-34660 Filed 12-33-75:8:45 am) 
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JOINT INOUSTRY/GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE 

1977 World Administrative Radio Confer¬ 
ence For The Planning of The Broadcast¬ 
ing-Satellite Service in Frequency Bands 
11.7-12.2 GHz (In Regions 2 and 3) 
and 11.7-12.5 GHz (In Region 1); Meet¬ 
ings 

December 19. 1975. 
Working Group A < Terminology and 
Definition 

Tuesday, January 13. 1975—9:30 am- 
12:30 pm., Room 8009. 2025 “M“ St., 
N.W.. Washington. D.C. 

Chairman: Mr. Richard O. Pullen. 
Common Carrier Bureau, PCC. 

Working Group B < Sharing Principles) 

Wednesday. January 14, 1976 — 9:30 
a.m.-12:30 p.m., Room 712A. 1800 "G” 
Street. N.W.. Washington. DC. 

Chairman: Mr. Donald Jansky. Office 
of Telecommunications Policy. 

Working Group C < Sharing Criteria) 

Wednesday, January 14, 1976 — 1:30 
pm.-4:30 p.m.. Room 712A, 1800 4, G*’ 
Street. N.W.. Washington. D.C. 

Ciiairmon: Mr. Edward E. Reinhart, 
Jet Propulsion Labs. 

Working Group D (Evolution or 
Requirements) 

Tuesday, January 13. 1976—1:30 p.m - 
4:30 pm.. Room 8009. 2025 "M" St., N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 

Chairman: Mr. George W. Bartlett, 
National Association of Broadcasters. 

Working Oroup E (International 
Non-Technical Implications) 

Friday, January 18. 1976 — 1:00 pm.- 
2:30 p.m.. Room 752, 1919 “M” 8t.. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

Chairman: Mr. Harry R. Olsson. Jr., 
Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc. 

Working Group F (Procedures) 

Wednesday, January 21, 1976 —9:30 
a.m.-12:30 pm.. Room 8009,2025 “M" St., 
N W., Washington, D.C. 

Chairman: Mr. Donald Welland. Office 
of Chief Engineer, FCC. 

The Agenda for each Working Group* 
meeting is essentially the same: 

1. Approval of Minutes of previous 
meeting. 

2. Review of Task Group Reports. 

3. Establish date for final report from 
each Working Group which should be no 
later than the end of February. 

4. Other business—need for further 
meetings and setting of those meeting 
dates. 

5. Adjournment. 

There will be a joint meeting of CCIR 
Study Groups 10/11 and 10/11 B on 
Thursday, January 15. 1976 — Room A- 
110—1229 20th Street, N.W. (Annex to 
1919 **M” St., N.W.), Washington, D.C.— 
9:30 a.m.-4:30 p.m. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary, 

|FR Doc.75-34662 Filed 12 23 75:8:45 am] 


RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
AERONAUTICS 

Assumption of Sponsorship by the 
Federal Aviation Administration 

Since the effective date of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) 
in January, 1973. the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission has served as the 
chartering agency of the Radio Technical 
Commission for Aeronautics < RTCA >. 

Effective January 2. 1976, the Federal 
Aviation Administration will assume 
sponsorship of the RTC A. Accordingly 
Federal Register notices for all RTCA 
Executive Committee and Special Com¬ 
mittee meetings scheduled after this date 
will be included under the heading of the 
Federal Aviation Administration in the 
Federal Register’s table of contents. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.75-34664 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 nm| 


WORLD ADMINISTRATIVE RADIO CONFER¬ 
ENCE (WARC) ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FOR THE CITIZENS RADIO SERVICE 

Notice of Establishment and Initial Meeting 

In May 1975. the Federal Communica¬ 
tions Commission established several 
advisory committees to assist in prepara¬ 
tions for the 1979 General World Admin¬ 
istrative Radio Conference <WARC) of 
the International Telecommunication 
Union. This agency has determined that 
establishment of an additional WARC 
preparatory committee, the WARC Ad¬ 
visory Committee for Citizens Radio 
Sendee, is necessary and in the public 
interest. Pursuant to the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act (PX. 92-463>, 
notice of establishment is hereby 
provided. 

The WARC Advisory Committee for 
Citizens Radio Service will be responsible 
for the following tasks: 

(1) Analyzing the present usage of fre¬ 
quencies available to the Citizens Radio 
Service; 

< 2) Examining possible future develop¬ 
ments in the service and the impact of 
such developments on spectrum 
utilization; 

(3) Preparing recommendations for 
future spectrum needs of the service to 
the year 2,000; 

<4> Preparing detailed Justifications 
for any recommendations developed. 

The Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission has scheduled the first meeting 
of the WARC Advisory Committee for 
Citizens Radio Service for January 13-14, 
1976. The meeting will take place in con¬ 
ference room 8210 of the Commission's 
offices at 2025 M Street. N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. and will commence each day at 
10:00 a.m. All individuals interested in 
participating in the work of this WARC 
preparatory’ committee are invited to 
attend. 

The agenda for the January 13-14 
meeting will be as follows: 

Call of the Agenda 

Opening Remarks by the Chairman 


Task Force Responsibilities: 

I. International CB Implications 
n. CB Frequency Allocations 
HI. Future of CB 

Formulation of Tentative Frequency Al¬ 
location Table 

Planning and Discussion of Future 
Working Group Tasks and Meetings 
Adjournment 

Individuals Interested in presenting 
either oral or written statements at the 
meeting arc requested to contact Joseph 
Johnson. Chairman. Room 5114. 2025 M 
Street. N.W., Washington. DC.. tele¬ 
phone 202 632-7275. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal J Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75 34828 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am J 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
BOARD 

| No. AC-61 

FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 

ASSOCIATION OF FRESNO. FRESNO, 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Approval of Conversion 

December 19, 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that on Decem¬ 
ber 19. 1975, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, as the operating head of the 
Federal Savings and loan Insurance 
Corporation, by Resolution No. 75-1165, 
approved the application of First Federal 
Savings and Loan Association of Fresno, 
Fresno. California, for permission to con¬ 
vert to the stock form of organization. 
Copies of the application are available 
for inspection at the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary of said Corporation. 320 First Street, 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20552 and the 
Office of the Supervisory Agent of said 
Corporation at the Federal Home Loan 
Bank of San Prancisco. 600 California 
Street. San Francisco, California 94120. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 

[seal] J. J. Finn. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-34705 Piled 12-23-75;8:45am| 


lNo. AC-5| 

PRUDENTIAL FEDERAL SAVINGS AND 
LOAN ASSOCIATION, SALT LAKE CITY, 
UTAH 

Notice of Approval of Conversion 
(Notice of Final Action) 

December 19, 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that on Decem¬ 
ber 19, 1975, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, as the operating head of 
the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corportion, by Resolution No, 75-1164, 
approved the application of Prudential 
Federal Savings und Loan Association. 
Salt Lake City, Utah, for permission to 
convert to the stock form of organiza¬ 
tion, Copies of the application ore avail¬ 
able at the Office of the Secretary of said 
Corporation, 320 First Street NW„ Wa&h- 
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lngton, D.C. 20552 and at the Office of 
the Supervisory Agent of said Corpora¬ 
tion at the Federal Home Loan Bank of 
Seattle. 000 Stewart Street. Seattle. 
Washington 98101. 

By the Federal Home Loon Bank 
Board 

l seal I J. J. Finn, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc 75-3470# Piled 12 23-75:8 45 tun] 


(No. AC A) 

STANDARD FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
ASSOCIATION, GAITHERSBURG. MARY¬ 
LAND 

Notice of Approval of Conversion 

December 19. 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that on Decem¬ 
ber 19, 1975. the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, as the operating head of 
the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation, by Resolution No. 75-1163. 
approved the application of Standard 
Federal Savings and Loan Association, 
Gaithersburg. Maryland, for permission 
to convert to the stock form of organiza¬ 
tion. Copies of the application are avail¬ 
able for Inspection at the Office of the 
•Secretary of said Corporation. 320 First 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20552 and 
at the Office of the Supervisory Agent of 
said Corporation at the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of Atlanta. 260 Peachtree 
Street NW.. Atlanta, Georgia 30303. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

(seal I J. J. Finn. 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.75 34707 Piled 12 23-75:8:45 mm! 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

NORTH ATLANTIC DISCUSSION 
AGREEMENT 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, as 
amended <39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763. 46 
U.S C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW.. 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at.Ncw 
York. N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco. California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments. Including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573. on or before January 13. 
1976. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 


lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States U alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with partic¬ 
ularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

Howard A. Levy. Esquire. 8u!te 727. 17 Bat¬ 
tery Place, New York, New York 10004. 

Agreement No. 9989-5 among the 
members of the above mentioned discus¬ 
sion agreement, is an agreement to (1) 
expand the scope to include the United 
Kingdom and the Republic of Ireland 
and (2) to extend the expiration date for 
eighteen months until August 8,1977. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: December 19.1975. 

Francis C. Hurney. 

Secretary . 

1FR Doc.75~3472S Piled 12-23-75:8:45 »m| 


SEAPORT SHIPPING CO.. INC. 
(CALIFORNIA) 

Order of Revocation 

On December 10. 1975, Seaport Ship¬ 
ping Co., Inc. (California), One Embar- 
cadero Center. San Francisco. California 
94111 voluntarily surrendered its Inde¬ 
pendent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 1332-R for revocation. 

By virtue of authority vested In me by 
the Federal Maritime Commission os set 
forth in manual of Orders. Commission 
Order No. 201.1 * Revised) Section 5.01(b) 
(dated 6/30/75); 

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean 
Freight Forwarder License No. 1332-R 
issued to Seaport Shipping Co.. Inc. 
(California) be and is hereby revoked ef¬ 
fective December 10. 1975, without prej¬ 
udice to reapply for a license in the 
future. 

It is further ordered, that a copy of 
this Order be published in the Federal 
Register and served upon Seaport Ship¬ 
ping Co.. Inc. (California). 

Leroy F. Fuller. 

Director . Bureau of 
Certification & Licensing . 

|FR Doc.75-34727 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am| 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. RP75-88, CPW-411 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Reduction In Demand Charge of Rate 
Schedule SNG-l 

December 16.1975. 

Take notice that Algonquin Gas Trans¬ 
mission Company (Algonquin Gas), on 
December 9. 1975. tendered for filing the 
following tariff sheets of Its FPC Oas 
Tariff. First Rcvb;ed Volume No. 1: 


Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 10 
Original Sheet No. 10-A 
Second Revised Sheet No. 19 
Pint Revised Sheet No. 20-C 
First Revised Sheet No. 25 

Algonquin Gas states that these sheets 
are being filed to reduce the Demand 
Charge per Day under Rate Schedule 
SNO-1 from the currently effective $1.- 
489 to $1,402 and to request authorization 
to make related refunds for the period 
November 1. 1975 to January 9. 1976, the 
proposed effective date of the above- 
mentioned tariff sheets. The additional 
changes in tariff sheets relate primarily 
to format changes. Algonquin Gas states 
that the reduction is being filed to reflect 
thcjCommission authorization granted by 
letter order in Docket No. CP69-41, issued 
November 13. 1975 which, inter a/ia, per¬ 
mitted Algonquin Gas to sell the remain¬ 
ing unsold capacity produced by the 8NG 
plant of Algonquin Gas’ wholly owned 
subsidiary. Algonquin SNG, Inc., to 
Philadelphia Electric Company, Potts- 
vllle Gas Company, et at and South 
Jersey Gas Company in the manner spec¬ 
ified by such letter order. 

Algonquin Gas requests that the Com¬ 
mission accept for filing the above-men¬ 
tioned tariff sheets to be effective Janu¬ 
ary 9. 1976 (30 days after filing). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commissio n’s R ules of Practice and 
Procedure <18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 30. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wLshing to become # a party mast 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-34678 Filed 12-23-75.8:45 am | 


(Docket No. 0164-686) 

ASHLAND OIL, INC. 

Notice of Application 

December 18, 1975. 

Take notice that on November 19. 
1975. Ashland Oil. Inc. < Applicant), P.O. 
Box 1503. Houston. Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CI64-686 an application pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas 
Act for permission and approval to 
abandon certain sales of natural gas for 
resale in Interstate commerce to Arkan¬ 
sas Louisiana Gas Company (Arkla) be¬ 
cause such sales are alleged to be uneco¬ 
nomical, all as more fully set forth in the 
application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant requests permission and ap¬ 
proval to abandon the sales from the 
Erick Field, Becham County, Oklahoma, 
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i.uthortecd in the instant docket to be 
made to Arkla pursuant to Applicant’s 
FPC Oa a Rate Schedule No. 160, be¬ 
cause such sales are authorized to be 
made at 13.0 cents per Mcf at 14.65 psla 
at which rate. Applicant alleges, it is in¬ 
curring a net loss. Applicant alleges that 
it wiil incur a net loss of $31,790 for the 
calendar year 1975. 

Applicant further states that it hied 
for special relief in Docket No. RI75- 
121 *: however, the Commission has not 
acted upon Applicant's request. Appli¬ 
cant states that It has been recom¬ 
mended by Us regional office that opera¬ 
tions should commence to plug and 
abandon 6 of the 10 producing wells con¬ 
nected to Applicant's Erick Field gather¬ 
ing system if no affirmative action by the 
Commission on the request for special 
relief is forthcoming within 30 days of 
the instant application. 

It is indicated that In the period from 
August 1. 1974. through July 31. 1975, 
Applicant sold 183.766 Mcf of natural 
gas from the subject wells. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Janu¬ 
ary 9. 1976. file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). AU protests 
filed with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
tills application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon¬ 
ment are required by the public conven¬ 
ience and necessity, if a petition for 
leave to intervene is timely filed, or If the 
Commission on Its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing w r UI be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised. It will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
he represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

|FR Doc. 75-34678 Filed 12~23-?S;8:45 am) 


* Notice of application published lu the 
Rscisna (40 TB 17150), April 7. 


(Docket No. E-8302] 

BANGOR HYDRO-ELECTRIC CO. 

Order Approving Settlement and 
Terminating Proceeding 

December 16,1975. 

On July 1, 1973. Bangor Hydro-Elec¬ 
tric Company (Bangor) tendered for fil¬ 
ing a proposed initial rate schedule for a 
wheeling service whereby Bangor would 
wheel power from Maine Electric Com¬ 
pany. Inc. and Maine Yankee Atomic 
Power Company across the Bangor sys¬ 
tem to Eastern Maine Electric Coopera¬ 
tive, Inc. (Eastern Jdalne). Bangor pro¬ 
posed to charge Eastern Maine a rate of 
$14 per kW per year and requested an 
effective date of January 1. 1973. 

By letter dated August 2. 1973, Bangor 
was informed that Its submittal was de¬ 
ficient. Bangor did not respond to the 
deficiency letter, nor did it respond to 
two subsequent letters of October 29 
1973 and August 16. 1974. On June 4* * 
1974, the Commission ordered a Section 
306 investigation in the matter. 

Consistent with the June 4, 1974, or¬ 
der. on June 19, 1975, Bangor submitted 
the additional material required to com¬ 
plete Its filing. Also In accordance with 
the order. Bangor agreed to refund any 
revenues collected after January 1, 1973, 
which the Commission might find to be 
excessive under Bangor’s wheeling rate. 
Bangor’s June 19. 1975. supplemental fil¬ 
ing was noticed on July 30.1975. 

On August 1, 1975. Eastern Maine 
Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Eastern 
Maine) filed a protest and petition to In¬ 
tervene. Permission to intervene was 
granted on September 3, 1975. By letter 
dated October 8. 1975. the Commission 
waived prior notice requirements and 
permitted the proposed $14/kW per year 
rate to become effective January 1. 1973 , 
subject to refund. 

On October 16, 1975. a hearing was 
convened. At the hearing Bangor and 
Eastern Maine stated that a settlement 
had been reached according to which the 
rate for the wheeling service was reduced 
from $14/kW per year to $ll/kW per 
year, effective January 1. 1973.' By letter 
dated October 17. 1975. Bangor and 
Eastern Maine agreed that there would 
be a refund of the difference between the 
$14 rate and the $11 rate. The refund 
would apply to billings after January 1, 
1973. and would be computed without In¬ 
terest. 

The proposed settlement was certi¬ 
fied to the Commission on October 21. 
1975, and was noticed on November 10. 
1975. On November 25. 1975. staff filed 
comments urging that the settlement 
be approved. No other comments were 
filed. 

Our review of the proposed settlement. 
Staff’s comments and the related record 


1 The proposed settlement rate schedule 
ft* designated "Revised Original Sheet No. 


indicates that the settlement is a reason¬ 
able and appropriate resolution of the 
Issues raised In this proceeding and that 
the public Interest would be served by 
our acceptance and approval of the set¬ 
tlement Bangor’s cost of service* and 
capitalization • studies provide adequate 
support for the proposed wheeling rate.* 
The Commission /Inds: The proposed 
settlement of the issues in this proceed¬ 
ing as certified to this Commission on 
October 21, 1975, is reasonable and prop¬ 
er and in the public interest in carrying 
out the provisions of the Federal Power 
Act. It accordingly should be approved 
as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: (A) The pro¬ 
posed settlement certified to the Com¬ 
mission on October 21. 1975. is hereby 
approved and adopted as a settlement of 
the issues involved in this proceeding. 

<B) The proposed settlement rate 
schedule is accepted for filing, and is 
designated as Supplement No. 3 to Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 26. Waiver of prior 
notice requirements is hereby granted 
and an effective date of January 1, 1973, 
Is hereby assigned. 

<C) Within thirty (30) days after the 
issuance of this order Bangor shall re¬ 
fund to Eastern Maine the revenues col¬ 
lected In excess of the amount which 
would have been billed at the settlement 
rate level for service subsequent to Jan¬ 
uary I, 1973, computed without interest. 

<D* This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
made or which may hereafter be made 
by the Commission, and is without prej¬ 
udice to any claims or contentions which 
may be made by the Commission, its 
Staff, or any party or person affected 
by this order in any proceeding now 
pending or hereafter Instituted by or 
against Bangor or any person or party. 

<E) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

IttAtl Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary . 


•See Bangor S Statement M, Sheet I- 
Revised, attached hereto u Appendix A. 

•See Bangor's Statement O. attached here¬ 
to aa Appendix B. 

• Wheeling revenues In 1874 at the 814/ 
kW per year rate amounted to 87.170, while 
total electric revenues were 830.546.964 for 
Bangor and 81.838.495 for Eastern Maine. At 
the 811/ kW per year settlement rate. U U 
anticipated that wheeling revenues will re¬ 
main lees than 87400 per year through Sep¬ 
tember. 1876. 
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l Docket No*. ER76-0e. E-B364 and E-9366J 

BOSTON EDISON CO. 

Order Granting Untimely Petition To 
Intervene 

December 15. 1975. 

On September 2. 1975. Boston Edison 
Company (Edison) tendered for filing as 
an initial rate schedule a Unit Power 
Agreement with New England Power 
Company (NEPCO) for sale of capacity 
and energy to NEPCO from Edison’s 
Mystic Unit No. 7. Public notice of said 
filing was Issued on September 10. 1975. 
with protests or petitions to intervene 
due on or before September 22,1975. 

By order issued October 20, 1975. the 
Commission accepted the proposed rate 
schedule for filing, instituted a Section 
206 investigation and consolidated the 
Investigation therein ordered with the 
proceedings in Docket Nos. E-9364 and 
E-9366 for purposes of hearing and 
decision. J 

On November 12,1975. NEPCO filed an 
untimely petition to intervene. Our re¬ 
view indicates that NEPCO has a suffi¬ 
cient Interest in this proceeding so as to 
warrant intervention. 

The Commission finds : NEPCO’s par¬ 
ticipation in this proceeding may be in 
the public interest. 

The Commission orders: (A) NEPCO is 
iicreby permitted to intervene in this 
proceeding subject to the rules and reg¬ 


ulations of the Commission; Provided . 
however, that participation of such in- 
tervenor shall be limited to matters af¬ 
fecting asserted rights and interests as 
specifically set forth in the petition to 
intervene; and Provided, further . that 
the admission of such tntervenor shall 
not be construed as recognition by the 
Commission that It might be aggrieved 
because of any Order or orders of the 
Commission entered in this proceeding. 

(B) The late intervention granted 
herein shall not be the basis for delaying 
or deferring any procedural schedules 
heretofore established for the orderly 
and expeditious disposition of this 
proceeding. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of tills order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.73-34670 Plied 12 23-75;8:45 am] 


| Project No. 18621 

CITY OF TACOMA, WASHINGTON 


Proper” was filed December 24. 1974. 
under the Federal Power Act <16 UB.C 
791a-825r> on behalf of the Nisqually 
Indian Tribe (Petitioner) (Correspond¬ 
ence to: Arthur Knodcl. Esq.. 5505 20th 
Street East, Tacoma. Washington 98424 * 
concerning the Second Nisqually Project 
No. 1862 licensed to the City of Tacoma, 
Washington. It is alleged in the petition 
that the project which was licensed on 
November 27.1944. is located on lands of 
the Nisqually Indian Reservation. 

The Petitioner alleges that there was 
no notification to Petitioner or the Com¬ 
mission at the time of licensing of the 
project that lands of the reservation 
were involved and that the project would 
appropriate the treaty rights to hunt and 
fish at all usual and accustomed grounds 
and stations. It is also claimed that Peti¬ 
tioner w^as not notified of Tacoma’s ap¬ 
plication for license. Petitioner alleges 
that it has suffered extensive damage by 
the construction and operation of the 
project. The Petitioner requests that 
certain conditions be imposed which 
might include initial fees for use of lands 
and other property rights, an annual 
damage award, and the construction of 
fish facilities. Petitioner further requests 
that there be an increase in power rates 
to the customers of Tacoma in order to 
pay for and compensate Petitioner for 
rent, damages, and preservation of fish 
rank. 

Tacoma was given the opportunity to 
respond to the petition and did so on 
March 3. 1975. Tacoma denies that Pe¬ 
titioner has any rights or interests to any 
lands within the project that were not 
taken legally. Tacoma states that its land 
acquisition program was made in good 
faith and that Petitioner’s claimed in¬ 
terests In the land was not disclosed in a 
title search. Tacoma further denies that 
there has been any misappropriation, 
interference, or damages. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before Febru¬ 
ary 7, 1976. file With the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20426. a 
petition to Intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commissions* Rules of Practice ar.d 
Procedure (18 CFR ft 1.8 or 1 1.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it In determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestanto parties 
to the proceeding. Any person Wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing there¬ 
in must file a petition to intervene tn 
accordance with the Commission's Rules. 
The petition is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and Is available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb 

Secretary 

|FR Doc.75-34677 Filed 12-23-75;8:46tun J 


Notice of Petition 

December 16.1975. 

Public notice is hereby given that a 
pleading entitled "Petition for Rehear¬ 
ing. Reopening. Review or Such Other 
Relief as the Commission May Deem 


l Docket No. ER76-346] 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Filing 

December 16. 1975. 

Take notice that on December 9. 1975. 
Duke Power Company ("the Company’ > 
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tendered for filing a supplement to the 
company's Electric Power Contract with 
York Electric Cooperative, Inc. This con¬ 
tract is on file with the Commission and 
lias been designated Duke Power Com¬ 
pany Rate Schedule FPC No. 146. 

The Company tendered for filing the 
following documents: 

Exhibit A-6, Delivery 
Point No. i. dated 
September 10. 1075. 
Exhibit A-8, Delivery 
Point No. 4. dated 
September 10. 1975. 
Exhibit A—I, Deliver}' 
Point No. 6. dated 
September 10. 1075. 
Exhibit A-2, Delivery 
Point No. II. dated 
September 10. 1975. 


Company’s Electric Power Contract with 
the City of Shelby. North Carolina. This 
contract is on file with the Commission 
and has been designated Duke Power 
Company Rate Schedule FPC No. 235. 

Three documents are submitted with 
this filing. They are as follows: 



Doc.No. I- Exhibit A-!. Delivery 

Point No. 4 dated Au¬ 
gust It. 1975. 

Doe. No. 2. Exhibit A-l. Delivery 

Point No. 5 dated Au¬ 
gust 11. 1975. 

Doc No. 3. Exhibit A-l. Delivery 

Point No. 8 dated Au¬ 
gust II. 1975. 

The Company requests that these 
documents become effective on January 
21, 1976. 

The Company request* that these E ^ 

“f* bccomp «„«, „„ J„, TO S“SSir* 

The Company state* that copies of the ***? th f cc 

ciocumenta tendered for filing have been following In- 

served on York Electric Cooperative. Inc.. to capllclty: 

York, South Carolina. - 

The Company states that the four ex- Delivery puint EiMbtt - Kl>g ** u dfCT>nd 
hlbit sheets submitted with this filing rn*» To 

provide for the following Increases In *-—--—- 

designated demand: 4._.Ad 

J.a I 

A.. ... A-l 


DvUvwy point 


Exhibit 


Kilowatt demand 
From To 


3.000 *.*» 

V,onn 3,50) 

2,000 3,0ft) 


n.. 


-A-l 

..... .« ... A*4 

.A-4 


X«oo t, too 

6.500 7.000 

4,200 3,700 

3.500 4.200 


Metering capacity will be increased to 
provide service for Delivery Point No. 1. 
The Company states that its facilities 
an adequate to provide the service de- 
v rlbed herein to Delivery Points No. 4, 6, 
and 11. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NJL, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
* < ordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 29. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission In 
{ieterminlng the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
festants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
n!e a petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
niing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

I PR Doc.75 34079 Filed 12-33-75:8 45 am) 


The Company further states that Its 
facilities are adequate to provide the 
service described to Delivery Point No. 
8. Larger transformers will be installed 
to serve Delivery Point No 4 and the 
metering capacity will be increased to 
service Delivery Point No. 5. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. N.E., Washington. DC. 20426. In 
accordance with Sections 18 and 1.10 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 18. 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before December 29, 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public In¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

tm Doc.75-34580 Filed 12-23-75;8 45 am) 


[Docket No. 10*76-348) 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Filing 

December 16, 1975. 
Tfcke notice that on December 9, 1975, 
puke Power Company Cthe Company") 
wnedered for filing a supplement to the 


(Docket No. KR76-349) 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Filing 

December 16. 1975. 

Take notice that on December 9. 1975, 
Duke Power Company <"the Company") 
tendered for filing a supplement to the 
Company’s Electric Power Contract with 
Union Electric Membership Corporation. 
This contract is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and has been designated Duke 
Power Company Rate Schedule FPC No. 
141. 


The only document submitted with 
this filing is Exhibit A-2. Delivery Point 
No. 6 dated November 10. 1975. The Com¬ 
pany requests that this document become 
effective on January 21. 1976. 

The Company states that a copy of Ex¬ 
hibit A-2 has been served on Union Elec¬ 
tric Membership Corporation. Monroe 
North Carolina. 

The Company states that Exhibit A-2 
provides for an increase in demand from 
2.000 KW to 4.000 KW made at the re¬ 
quest of the customer. To provide service 
under this agreement, the Company 
states that it will install a step down 
substation to serve the customer. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426 in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure <18 CFR 1.8, 1.10>. Ail 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before December 29. 1975. Protests 
win be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testouts parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of thia 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth f. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IFH Doc 75 34681 Filed 12 23-75; 8 46 am | 


(Docket No. KR76-350) 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Filing 

December 16. 1975. 

Take notice that on December 9. 1975, 
Duke Power Company <"the Company") 
tendered for filing a supplement to the 
Company’s Electric Power Contract with 
Davidson Electric Membership Corpora¬ 
tion. This contract Is on file with the 
Commission and has been designated 
Duke Power Company Rate Schedule 
FPC No. 134. 

The only document submitted with this 
filing is Exhibit A, Delivery Point No. 11 
dated November 24. 1974. The Company 
requests that this document become ef¬ 
fective on January 21.1976. 

The Company states that Exhibit A is 
a new point of delivery made at the re¬ 
quest of the customer. To provide service 
under this agreement, the Company 
states that It will instgll a 100/12.47 KV 
substation to serve the customer. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NJE., Washington, D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. MO). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 29.1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission In de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
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NOTICES 


testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to interv ene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75-34082 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 Am) 


l Docket No. RF75-107 J 

GRANITE STATES GAS TRANSMISSION. 

INC. 

Order Rejecting Substitute Tariff Sheets 
Without Prejudice 

December 15. 1975. 

On May 30, 1975, Granite State Gas 
Transmission, Inc. (Granite State) 
tendered for filing a revised tariff sheet 1 
to its FPC Gas Tariff. Original Volume 
1, seeking to increase its rates to its 
parent and sole jurisdictional customer 1 
by $217,750 annually. By order issued 
June 18. 1975, we inter alia, accepted this 
revised sheet for filing and suspended its 
effectiveness for five months, or until 
December 1. 1975. 

On November 18. 1975, Granite State 
filed a substitute revised tariff sheet' 
and a motion to place that sheet into 
effect on December 1, 1975. the end of 
the suspension period. Granite State’s 
tariff sheet filed on November 18, 1975. 
is based on the cost classification, allo¬ 
cation. and rate design methodology 
adopted In United Gas Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany. Opinion No. 671 1 Instead of the 
Atlantic Seaboard method \ upon which 
Its original filing was based. Granite 
State requests waiver of Section 154.66 
of the Commission’s Regulations in order 
to modify its rates and requests waiver 
of the 30 day notice requirement in order 
to permit these rates to become effec¬ 
tive December i, 1975. We believe that 
the change requested is consistent with 
our policies with regard to cost classifi¬ 
cation. allocation, and rate design and 
that w’aiver of Section 154.66 of the Reg¬ 
ulations should be granted. However, the 
effect of the revision to the cost classi¬ 
fication and allocation method results 
in an increase in the claimed jurisdic¬ 
tional cost of service, which increase in 
suspended rates we can not permit Ac¬ 
cordingly, we shall reject the tendered 
tariff sheet without prejudice to Gran¬ 
ite State s right to refllc, within ten days 
of the issuance of this order, a revised 
tariff sheet based on its claimed cost of 
service in its filing of May 30, 1975, and 
the revised method of cost classification 
and rate design reflected In its Novem¬ 
ber 18. filing which tariff sheet may be 
made effective December 1. 1975 pro¬ 
vided an appropriate motion is filed 
seeking waiver of our regulations as 
necessary. 

The Commission finds: Good cause ex¬ 
ists to reject Granite State’s Novem- 


• Ninth RevtMKi Sheet No. 3A. 

• Northern Utilities. Inc. 

• Substitute Ninth Revised Sheet No. 3A. 


ber 18.1975, filing or hereinafter ordered 
and conditioned. 

The Commission orders: (A) Granite 
State’s November 18. 1975, filing is re¬ 
jected without prejudice to Granite 
State's right to reflle, within ten days 
of the date of issuance of this order, a 
revised tariff sheet based on its claimed 
cost of service in its filing of May 30. 
1975, and the revised method of cost 
classification and rate design reflected 
in its November 18. 1975, filing, which 
tariff sheet may be made effective De¬ 
cember 1. 1975. subject to refund, and 
provided further than an appropriate 
motion is filed seeking waiver of our reg¬ 
ulations as necessary. 

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

(seal) Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc,75 34671 Plied 12-23-75:8:45 ami 


1 Docket No. ER7D 344) 

HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Termination 

December 15.1975. 

Take notice that on December 8. 1975, 
The Hartford Electric Light Company 
(“the Company”) tendered for filing a 
notice that effective May 31. 1974. Rate 
Schedule FPC No. HELCO 69. effective 
June 30. 1973. and filed with the Federal 
Power Commission by the Company, was 
terminated in accordance with Its terms. 

The Company states that notice of the 
proposed termination has been served 
upon Vermont Electric Power Company. 
Inc. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE.. Washington. DC. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before December 29, 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the. Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a pettion to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plums, 

Secretary. 

jFR Doc 75-34672 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. ER76-109) 

ILLINOIS POWER CO. 

Supplemental Data To Interconnection 
Agreement Filing 

December 16, 1975. 

Take notice that on December 4, 1975 
Illinois Power Company (Company), 


tendered for filing additional data to sup¬ 
plement its September 8. 1975 filing ol 
an Interconnection Agreement dated 
July 25. 1975 between Illinois Power 
Company and Western Illinois Power 
Cooperative, Inc. 

Company states that the additional 
data is filed pursuant to the Commission 
Secretary’s letter of October 3, 1975 in¬ 
forming Company that its filing of the 
Interconnection Agreement was deficient 
with respect to certain requirements of 
the Commission s regulations under the 
Federal Power Act and requesting Com¬ 
pany to submit the required data. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1,8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10), All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before December 30. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a pettion to Intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary 

(FR Doc.75-34683 Filed 12-23 75:8:45 Am) 


(Docket No. R174-1881 

INDEPENDENT OIL & GAS ASSOCIATION 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

Certification of Proposed Settlement 
Agreement 

December 12,1975 

Take notice that on December 3. 1975. 
the Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
certified to the Commission a proposed 
settlement agreement in the above refer¬ 
enced docket. The record of the proceed - 
Ing w’as also certified for the Commis¬ 
sion's use in reviewing the proposed set¬ 
tlement. The proposed settlement would 
resolve all outstanding issues. Attached 
to the settlement proposal is a motion re¬ 
questing that the settlement proposal be 
certified to the Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or U> 
protest said settlement agreement should 
file comments with the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street. 
NE„ Washington, D.C. 20426. on or be¬ 
fore December 31. 1975. Replies to com¬ 
ments are due on or before January 7, 
1976. Comments and replies to comments 
wrill be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken. Copies of this agreement are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary 

|FR Doc 75-34667 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 Am) 
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(Docket Nos RP7S-D8 and RP73-9! | 

McCULLOCH INTERSTATE GAS CORP. 

Proposed Substitute Chances In Rates 

December 12,1975. 

Take notice that on December 8. 1975, 
McCulloch Interstate Gas Corporation 
( McCulloch”), 10880 Wilshire Boule¬ 
vard, Los Angeles. California 90024, 
tendered for filing Substitute Sixth Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 32 in its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1, containing pro¬ 
posed changes in rates for effectiveness 
on November 1, 1975. in substitution for 
the rates initially filed In this Docket No. 
RP75-98 on April 30, 1975 and suspended 
by order Issued herein on May 30, 1975 
and In substitution for the rates Hied in 
Docket No. RP73-91 on August 14.1975 to 
reflect a purchased gas cost adjustment. 

According to McCulloch, Substitute 
Sixth Revised Sheet No. 32 is submitted 
to adjust the rates originally filed in 
Docket No. RP75-98 to reflect a current 
cost of gas adjustment which became 
effective October 1. 1975, during the time 
the rates originally filed for were In sus- 
j>enslon. The cost of purchased gas ad¬ 
justment In the proposed filing herein 
amounts to a reduction in rates of ap¬ 
proximately $168,785 annually. 

According to McCulloch, copies of this 
filing were served upon all the parties to 
this proceeding and the regulatory Com¬ 
mission of the State of Wyoming. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commlskm's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 30.1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
tectants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-34668 Piled 12-23-75;8:45 sm | 


(Docket No. RP75 20J 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Filing of Stipulation and Agreement 
December 15, 1975. 

Take notice that on December 8. 1975, 
Mississippi River Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion <MRT> submitted for filing a pro¬ 
posed Stipulation and Agreement and a 
motion for Commission approval 
thereof. This Stipulation and Agreement 
was filed with the Commission following 
a hearing held on December 4, 1975, at 
which the previously filed direct evi¬ 
dence of both the Commission Staff and 
MRT, and the direct evidence of an ln- 
tervenor, Laclede Gas Company (Lac¬ 
lede), was introduced into the record. 


NOTICES 

At the hearing, it was agreed that since 
the evidence of Laclede had not previ¬ 
ously been filed, such evidence would be 
promptly mailed to all parties; and it 
was announced that upon the filing of 
the Stipulation and Agreement with the 
Commission, the Presiding Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge would certify the record 
in these proceedings to the Commission 
as support for the proposed agreement. 
The proposed Stipulation and Agree¬ 
ment, if approved, will effectively resolve 
all issues arising in these proceedings. 

Any person wishing to do so may 
submit written comments concerning 
the proposed Stipulation and Agree¬ 
ment. AU such comments should be de¬ 
livered or mailed to the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. on or be¬ 
fore December 31.1975. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

irB Doc 75 34673 Filed 12 23 75,5.15 »m| 


| Docket No. RP71-127 i POA 76 4 > | 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 

PGA Filing To Track a Pipeline Supplier 
Rate Increase 

December 12. 1975. 

Take notice that on December 1. 
1975, Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural) submitted for filing 
as part of its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. the below listed 
tariff sheets, to be effective January 1. 
197C: 

Tvrcnty-iixth Revised Sheet No 5 
Find Revised Sheet No. 5A 

Natural states that as explained be¬ 
low, alternate tariff sheets were also 
filed. 

Natural states the filing was made 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 
18. Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment, of 
the General Terms and Conditions of 
its FPC Gas Tariff, to track an increase 
in the cost of gas purchased, effective 
January 1, 1976. from United Gas Pipe 
Line Company, a pipeline supplier to 
Natural. Natural states that United's 
filing was made November 14, 1975 to 
be effective January 1. 1976 in accord¬ 
ance with the terms of its PGA Clause. 

Natural states that It filed concur¬ 
rently under separate cover a Motion 
to Make Substitute Tariff Sheets Effec¬ 
tive in the Event of Stay In the proceed¬ 
ings at Docket No. RP75-108. 

Natural states tiiat for the reasons set 
out in that motion, alternate Bose Rates 
reflecting the use of the unmodified Sea - 
board basis of cost allocation were filed 
to be effective December 1. 1975 in the 
event tariff sheets previously filed therein 
and utilizing the “United formula” 
method of cost allocation are stayed. 
Natural states that therefore, alternate 
tariff sheets reflecting Base Rule levels 
under the unmodified Seaboard basis 
were also submitted as part of the PGA 
unit adjustment filing. Natural states 
that both sets of tariff sheets submitted 
reflect the same PGA unit adjustment 
levels. 


594K7 

Natural states that as notice of the sup¬ 
plier filing was not received by Natural 
In time to permit it to meet the 45 day 
filing requirements of its PGA tariff pro¬ 
vision. it requests that that provision be 
waived to permit Natural's PGA unit ad¬ 
justment to become effective January 1, 
1976. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 30. 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission In de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of tills 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75 34669 Filed 12 23 76,8 45 *m| 


| Docket No RP76-811 

NORTH PENN GAS CO. 

Order Granting Interventions. Establish¬ 
ing Procedures, Scheduling Pre-Hearing 
Conference Before An Administrative 
Law Judge and Providing For Hearing 

December 15,1975. 

On April 23.1975, the Commission sus¬ 
pended the tariff sheets tendered by 
North Penn Gas Company (North Penn) 
and deferred their use until April 25, 
1975, and until such time as they arc 
made effective In the manner prescribed 
by the Natural Oas Act. Upon a motion 
by North Penn the tariff sheets were 
placed into effect on June 20. 1975, sub¬ 
ject to refund. 

The suspended tariff sheets were ten¬ 
dered by North Penn on March 24. 1975 ' 
These sheets contain North Penn’s pro¬ 
posed permanent curtailment plan which 
provides for curtailment of deliveries in 
the event of a force majeure situation, 
which is therein defined as including an 
inability of North Penn to obtain suf¬ 
ficient gas supplies to meet its customers' 
requirements. No curtailment procedure 
exists in the old tariff. 

Public notice of the proposed plan was 
issued on April 15, 1975 with protests 
and petitions to intervene due on or be¬ 
fore May 8, 1975. Timely petitions to 
intervene with requests for pre-hearing 
conference in the above mentioned 
docket were received from New’ York 
State Electric Gas Corporation and from 
Corning Natural Gas Corporation. A 
timely Notice of Intervention with re¬ 
quest for pre-hearing conference was re¬ 
ceived from the Public Service Commis¬ 
sion of the State of New York. The 


* The tendered sheets are designated aa 
First Revised Sheet No. 12 and Original 
Sheetn No. 12A-12F. 
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Pennsylvania Public Utilities Commis¬ 
sion filed a timely Notice of Intervention, 

In our order of April 23, 1975. we 
found that North Penn's tendered tariff 
sheets may be unlawful and con¬ 
sequently. we suspended the use of those 
sheets. We will now convene a hearing to 
resolve the issues Involved In North 
Penn's tender. Additionally, we will con¬ 
vene a prehearing conference, as sug¬ 
gested by some of the above petitioners, 
for the purpose of expediting the reso¬ 
lution of the issues. 

The Commission finds: (1) Participa¬ 
tion in this proceeding by New York 
State Electric and Gas Corporation and 
Coming Natural Gas Corporation may 
be in the public Interest. 

(2> Good cause exists for convening a 
pre-hearing conference for the purpose 
stated heretofore, and setting the Issues 
involved for hearing and establishing 
the procedures for such hearing all as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: <A) The 
above-mentioned intervenors are per¬ 
mitted to intervene in this proceeding 
subject to the rules and regulations of 
the Commission: Provided, however, that 
participation of such intervenors shall 
be limited to matters affecting asserted 
rights and interests as specifically set 
forth in tiie petitions to intervene, and 
Provided, further, that the admission of 
intervenors shall not be construed as 
recognition by the Commission that they 
might be aggrieved because of any order 
or orders of the Commission entered In 
this proceeding. 

<B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure, and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act, 
a public hearing shall be held on Janu¬ 
ary 22. 1976. at 10:00 a m. in r hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. NE.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426. 

(C) The direct case of the Applicant 
herein and any supporting interveners 
shall be filed and served on all parties 
of record, including the Commission 
Staff on or before December 30, 1975. 

ID) Pursuant to Section 1.18 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure a pre-hearing conference shall 
be held on January 8, 1975 at 10:00 am. 
In a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. 

iE> An Administrative Law Judge to 
be designated by the Chief Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge for this purpose, shall 
preside at both the pre-hearing confer¬ 
ence and the hearing in this proceeding 
and shall prescribe relevant procedural 
matters not herein provided. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary, 

(TO Doc.75-34674 Filed 12-23-75:8:43 amj 


NOTICES 

(Docket No. RP73-69) 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Order Denying Motion To Reopen Record 
December 15.1975. 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor¬ 
poration (Tranaco) filed on November 4, 
1975 a Motion to Reopen Record in the 
above-referenced proceeding. Transco’a 
Motion is premised on its interpretation 
of Article IX of the SetUement Agree¬ 
ment in this docket, certified to the 
Commission on January 4. 1974. and Us 
interpretation of Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation v. F.P.C., No. 73- 
1626 (D.C. Cir. Sept. 2, 1975). Transco 
states that Article IX included in the 
settlement cost of service $4,447,964 for 
the unamortized portion of certain un¬ 
recoverable advance payments made by 
it, and provided that the inclusion was 
subject to final court review of "the 
merits of the propriety of rate base treat¬ 
ment thereof" or, should the determina¬ 
tion not be on the merits, for reopen¬ 
ing the record. Transco submits that 
the decision in Transcontinental, supra, 
"did not reach the merits of the pro¬ 
priety of rate base treatment of 
Transco's unrecoverable advance pay¬ 
ments." Accordingly, Transco seeks to 
have the record reopened to determine 
the propriety of inclusion of these pay¬ 
ments In rate base. 

Based upon our review of Transco’s 
Motion and the arguments raised 
therein, we have determined that 
Transco's Motion should be denied. Sec¬ 
tion IX of the Settlement Agreement 
certified in this proceeding provides that 
the advance payments amount Included 
therein would be subject to "final court 
review on the merits of the propriety 
of rate base treatment thereof." We be¬ 
lieve that the Court in Transcontinental, 
supra, did address the merits of including 
nonrecoverablc advance payments, such 
as those provisionally Included in the 
settlement cost of service. In rate base 
and. therefore, therq Is no necessity for 
reopening the rqpord. As the Court stated 
the issue of this cose. It did reach the 
merits of rate base treatment of unre¬ 
coverable advance payments. 

The substantive issue raised by that 
application ITransco's filing for rehear¬ 
ing of Order of Clarification and Denial 
of Rehearing on Modification . issued 
February 27. 19731 and this appeal is 
whether the Commission's exclusion from 
rate base of nonrecoverablc advances 
which are being amortized to cost of 
service as an expense is In violation of 
the Constitution and the Natural Gas 
Act. (Slip Op. at 1679) 

Transco argued to the Court In Trans - 
continental supra, that the "half a loaf” 
treatmet. which allows gradual recoup¬ 
ment of these nonrecoverable advance 
payments but requires the stockholders 
to absorb the carrying charges, was con¬ 
fiscatory. (Slip Op. at 1681) Thus it is 
clear that both the parties and the Court 
focused on the question of whether it 


Is proper to allow nonrecoverable ad¬ 
vance payments to excluded from rate 
base. The Court of Appeals Indicated 
that the proper test for unconstitutional 
confiscation Includes reviewing the situa¬ 
tion before It in its entirety. Quoting 
from FJ>.C, v. Natural Gas Pipeline, 315 
U.S. 575. 586 <1942). The Court of Ap¬ 
peals set out the standards under which 
it reviewed our orders. 

Once a fair hearing has been given, 
proper findings made and other statutory 
requirements satisfied, the courts can¬ 
not intervene in the absence of a clear 
showing that the limits of due process 
have been overstepped. If the Commis¬ 
sions' order, as applied to the facts before 
It and xHcwcd (n its entirety, produces no 
arbitrary result, our Inquiry Is at an end 
(Slip, 1682. emphasis by the Court of 
Appeals.) 

It would be contradictory for the Court 
to establish the "entirety" test as proper 
in this case and then bisect the account¬ 
ing treatment from the rate treatment 
as Transco In Its Motion asserts the 
Court did. The Court looked not only at 
what accounting treatment we had given 
to nonrecoverable advance payments, but 
also at the rate making effect of that 
treatment. 

In the Instant case. Transco concedes 
that it will be compensated for the full 
amount of nonrecoverable advance pay¬ 
ments since they may be amortized in 
coet-of-scrvlce and thus recovered 
through gross revenue. Ncverthele.^ 
Transco argues that the challenged ac¬ 
counting rule deprives it of compensation 
for the capital cost which it bears for 
working capital dedicated to advance 
payments which, though prudently made, 
have become unrecoverable. 

We are satisfied that the Commission s 
treatment of the pipelines' interest-free 
loans cannot fairly be assailed as un¬ 
reasonable to the pipelines. (Slip, 1683> 

The Court is discussing the entire 
treatment, both accounting and rate, 
afforded these payments under our or¬ 
ders. Its decision that our treatment was 
not unreasonable, therefore, appear* to 
us to have addressed the merits of the 
appropriateness of excluding unrecover¬ 
able advance payments from rate base 

Transco’s final point on its Motion 
suggests that a general accounting rule 
as applied to specific proceedings can be 
reviewed only "on the basis of findings 
made after a hearing.” (Emphasis In 
Transco's Motion.) This is not in ac¬ 
cordance with proper administrative pro¬ 
cedure and law. What Transco suggests 
would lead to a situation in which a hear¬ 
ing would be required for every pipeline 
on every nonrecoverable advance pay¬ 
ment made. This would defeat the entire 
purpose of the rulemaking procedure 
from which Order No. 465 and the Order 
of Clarification. Issued February 27, 1973 
resulted as well as unnecessarily* clog our 
already overburdened administrative 
hearing system. It is well established thnt 
we may act by rulemaking or other 
means, such as area rate proceedings, to 
promulgate policy without being required 
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to hold an evidentiary hearing sub¬ 
sequently for each pipeline to test the 
applicability of the rule promulgated In 
their situations. Eg., Permian Basin 
Area Bate Cases. 390 U.S. 747 (1968); 
see generally. Davis, Administrative Law . 

• 3rd Ed. 1972), Chapter 6. 

We believe that Transco’s Motion to 
Reopen Record must be denied. Article 
IX of the Settlement Agreement condi¬ 
tions the inclusion of $4,447,964 of non- 
recoverable advance payments on “final 
court review on the merits of the pro¬ 
priety of rate base treatment** of that 
amount We believe that the Court of 
Appeals did address the merits of in¬ 
cluding such nonrecoverable advance 
payments In rate base and that its af¬ 
firmation of our Orders on this issue 
indicates that the exclusion of these 
amounts from rate base is Just and rea¬ 
sonable. Accordingly, the conditions of 
Article IX have been met and no reason 
exists for reopening the record as re¬ 
quested by Transco. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of Article IX. Transco shall re¬ 
fund the amount Included In the settle¬ 
ment cost of service for the unamortized 
portion of certain unrecoverable advance 
payments made by it 

The Commission finds: Good cause 
exists to deny Transco’s Motion to Re¬ 
coil the Record. 

The Commission orders: * A) Transco’s 
Motion to Reopen Record is hereby 

denied. 

<B) Transco is hereby ordered to 
make refunds in accordance with the 
provisions of Article IX of $4,447,964. 
the amount included In the Settlement 
Agreement in this docket for the unam- 
ortized portion of certain unrecoverable 
advance payments, within 60 days of the 
issuance of this order. 

<C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 78-34675 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am] 


{Docket No. CP76-157] 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

December 16.1975. 

Take notice that on November 10,1975, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (Appli¬ 
cant). P.O. Box 1478, Houston. Texas 
77001, filed in Docket No. CP7G-157 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(b) and 
<c * of the Natural Gas Act for permis¬ 
sion and approval to abandon by sale to 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company (Ark- 
la) certain pipeline, metering and regu¬ 
lating facilities in and around Shreve¬ 
port and Bossier City, Louisiana, to 
abandon deliveries of natural gas di¬ 
rectly to Atlas Processing Company (At¬ 
las). and to abandon sales and deliveries 
of natural gas to Louisiana Gas Service 
Company (LGSC) for resale and for a 
certificate of public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity authorizing the construction and 
operation of metering and regulating fa¬ 


cilities for the dlivery of natural gas to 
Arkla for resale in and around Shreve- 
clllties for the delivery of natural gas to 
port and Bossier City, for delivery of 
natural gas to Arkla for redollvery to 
Atlas and for the sale and delivery of 
natural gas to Arkla in lieu of LGSC. all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant requests permission and ap¬ 
proval to abandon by sale to Arkla ap¬ 
proximately 57,223 feet of 16-inch pipe¬ 
line, 110,378 feet of 12-inch pipeline, 
14,956 feet of 10-inch pipeline. 76,623 
feet of 8-inch pipeline. 1,122 feet of 4- 
inch pipeline. 173 feet of 2-inch pipeline, 
and related separating, measuring and 
regulating facilities, located in Bossier 
and Caddo Parishes. Louisiana. Appli¬ 
cant states that Shreveport and Bossier 
City have expanded since the time said 
facilities were constructed and that 
some portion of the facilities arc now 
located within the cities. The expansion 
is said to have changed the function of 
the pipeline from transmission to dis¬ 
tribution ; and, therefore. Applicant pro¬ 
poses to sell the facilities to Arkla to be 
used as part of its distribution system. 
Applicant proposes to sell the system to 
Arkla for $1,000,000. and states that the 
depreciated original cost of the facilities 
will be $591,848 on June 30. 1976. 

In order to continue the sale for re¬ 
sale and delivery of natural gas to Arkla, 
Applicant requests authorization to con¬ 
struct and operate a dual 10-lnch orifice 
meter station near Blanchard in Caddo 
Parish and a dual 16-inch orifice meter 
station and appurtenant facilities on 
Barksdale Air Force Base In Bossier 
Parish. Applicant estimates that the cost 
of the proposed facilities would be ap¬ 
proximately $144,705. It is stated that 
the construction of the two proposed 
meter stations would not change Appli¬ 
cant’s present sales volumes or service to 
Arkla. 

Applicant further states that it serves 
one direct Industrial customer. Atlas, 
from the facilities proposed to be aban¬ 
doned. Applicant alleges that it has pres¬ 
ently before the Commission in Docket 
No. CP75-196 an application * for per¬ 
mission and approval to abandon service 
to Atlas because the sales agreement be¬ 
tween Atlas and Applicant has expired 
and because Atlas uses such gas for a 
low priority end use (boiler fuel). Appli¬ 
cant states that Arkla has agreed to de¬ 
liver up to 10.000 Mcf of natural gas per 
day to Atlas for Applicant without 
charge pending Commission action on 
the proposed abandonment. 

Applicant states that it sells up to 400 
McX of gas per day to LG8C from 401 
farm taps along the pipeline and appur¬ 
tenant faculties to be sold to Arkla in 
the Shreveport and Bossier City areas 
and along certain of Applicant’s other 
transmission, field, and gathering lines 
in Bossier, Caddo, Claiborne, and Web¬ 
ster Parishes. Applicant states further 
that LGSC intends to sell the retail dis- 


1 Notice published in the Pkoeral Regutu 
J anuary 20. 1075 (40 FR 3252), 


tnbution facilities to Arkla connected to 
said farm taps and that Arkla intends 
to continue sales and distribution of nat¬ 
ural gas from said facilities. Accordingly. 
Applicant proposes to transfer to Arkla 
400 Mcf per day of LGSCs maximum 
daily quantity of gas by reducing by 73 
Mcf per day the amount of gas available 
to LGSC at the town of Hall Summit. 
Louisiana, and by reducing by 327 Mcf 
per day the amount of gas available to 
LGSC at the town of Lisbon, Louisiana. 
Concurrently, Applicant proposes to 
amend its service agreement with Arkla 
covering Arkla’s requirements in the 
communities of Cotton Valley, Farmer- 
ville. Sarepta, and Spring hill. Louisiana, 
to increase the maximum daily quantity 
thereunder from 4,290 Mcf to 5,320 Mcf 
at the Sarepta-Springhill delivery point 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Decem¬ 
ber 29. 1975, flic with the Federal Powder 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to Intervene or a protest In ac¬ 
cordance with tiie requirements of the 
Commission s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10> and the 
Reg ulati ons under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by It 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject to 
the Jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by Sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its ow n re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate and permission and ap¬ 
proval for the proposed abandonment arc 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene Is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75 34684 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


(Docket No. E 8619| 

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CO. AND 
WISCONSIN MICHIGAN POWER CO. 

Order Approving Settlement Agreement 

December 16,1975, 

On February 4. 1974, Wisconsin Elec¬ 
tric Power Company (WE) and its 
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wholly-owned subsidiary Wisconsin 
Michigan Power Company iWM) (Ap¬ 
plicants) tendered for filing a proposed 
revised rate schedule supplement cover¬ 
ing service to twenty wholesale custom¬ 
ers.* * The filing proposed to effect a $3.- 
018.000 Increase in revenues from juris¬ 
dictional sales, based on a test period 
ending December 31, 1974. Applicants 
stated that this proposed revenue in¬ 
crease of 84,9 percent was necessary to 
yield their required rate of return of 8.46 
percent. 

By order issued April 19, 1974 the 
Commission accepted for filing and sus¬ 
pended for five months Applicants' rate 
filing, to become effective September 20. 
1974, and set the matter for hearing. 
Three petitions to intervene were filed by 
the aforementioned cities* <Cities), the 
Upper Peninsula Power Company, and 
the Oconto Electric Cooperative and Al¬ 
ger Delta Cooperative on June 10. 1974. 

A third rural electric cooperative. Onto¬ 
nagon County Rural Electrification As¬ 
sociation. filed a protest on February 19, 

1974. 

A hearing was convened on July 8. 

1975, following which negotiations were 
held leading to a proposed settlement 
agreement. On October 16.1975. the pre¬ 
siding Administrative Law Judge Wil¬ 
liam L. Ellis certified a proposed settle¬ 
ment agreement to the Commission. No¬ 
tice of the certification was issued on 
October 24, 1975. 

On October 31, 1975. the Staff filed 
comments pursuant to the notice of cer¬ 
tification of the settlement proposal 
stating that as a result of its analysis of 
the agreement it concluded that the pro¬ 
posed settlement rates were justified. No 
other comments were received. 

The settlement agreement * resolves all 
the contested issues among all the parties 
to the proceeding. Specifically, this agree¬ 
ment would reduce the revenue Increase 
sought by the Applicants from $3,015,016 
to $2,637,499. resulting In an overall re¬ 
turn of 7.73% according to the settle¬ 
ment. based on a 1974 test period, and 
would eliminate a restriction on sale for 
further resale of energy furnished under 
the applicants' rate for wholesale service 
to large electric utilities. Under the Set¬ 
tlement Agreement. Applicants agree to 
file rate schedule revisions and to refund 
to their customers any amounts collected 
for service from September 20. 1974 in 
excess of amounts that would have been 
collected under the settlement rates, with 
seven (7) percent interest. Included in 
the agreement Is a provision for a mora¬ 
torium against any further rate increases 
to become effective prior to January 1. 

1976. 

Based on our consideration of the data 
and petitions submitted in this case 4 and 


» See Appendix A. 

1 Cities and Villages of CUntonvllle. New 
London. Oconto Falla. Florence. Shawano. 
Ccdarbarg. Deerfield. Klkhorn, Hartford. Jef¬ 
ferson. Kiel. LaXe Mills. Oconomowoc. 8lln- 
ger. and Waterloo. Wisconsin and Crystal 
Falla. Michigan. 

• See Appendix B. 

♦See Settlement Calculation of Revenue 
Requirement contained In Appendix C. 


Staff’s comments thereon, wc conclude 
that the Settlement rates proposed herein 
are justified. 

The Commission finds: (1) The Settle¬ 
ment Proposal certified to the Commis¬ 
sion by the presiding Administrative Law 
Judge William L. Ellis on October 16. 
1975, tn Docket No. E-8619 should be ap¬ 
proved in its entirety. 

The Commission orders: (A) The 
Settlement Proposal certified to the Com¬ 
mission by the Presiding AdminLstrati-e 
Law Judge William L. Ellis on October 16. 
1975, in Docket No. E-8619 is hereby ap¬ 
proved In its entirety. 

(B) Applicants shall be required within 
30 days of the issuance of this order to 
file revised rates reflecting those rates 
contained in the settlement agreement 
and shall refund to Its Customers any 
amounts collected for service from Sep¬ 
tember 20. 1974. in excess of amounts 
that would have been collected under the 
settlement rates, with interest at seven 
(7) percent, pursuant to Article I of the 
attached Settlement Agreement. Upon 
the Commission’s receipt of Applicant’s 
statement of compliance with this order. 
Docket No. E-8619 shall terminate. 

(C) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings of orders which have been 
made or wtU hereafter be made by the 
Commission, and is without prejudice to 
any claims or contentions which may be 
made by the Commission. Its Staff, Appli¬ 
cants, or any party or person affected by 
this order, in any proceeding now pend¬ 
ing or hereinafter instiuted by or against 
Applicants or any other person or party. 

ID) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register . 

By the Commission. 

I seal l Kenneth F. Plum*. 

Secretary. 

APprNbix A 

City of Cedar burg. Wla. 

Village of Deerfield. Wla. 

City of Klkhorn. Win 
City of Hartford. Win. 

City of Jefferson. Wla. 

City of Lake Mill*. WU. 

City of Oconomowoc, Wla. 

Village of Slinger. WU. 

City of Waterloo. WU 
City of Clinton villa, WU 
City of Kiel. WU 
City of Crystal Falls. Mich. 

Town of Florence, Wls. 

City of New London. WU 
Oconto Electric Cooperative 
City of Oconto Falla, WU 
City of Shawano. Wla. 

Upper Peninsula Power Co. 

Alger-Delta Cooperative Electric Aaao. 
Ontonagon County Rural Electrification 
Amo. 

ArrxNDtx B 

UNITED STATES OT AMERICA 

a Krone the 

rtoouL rown commission 
l Docket No. E-86191 

Wisconsin Electric Power Co , Wisconsin 
Michigan Power Co. 

Settlement Agreement 
Introduction 

This Settlement Agreement la made and 
entered into between Wisconsin Electric 


rower Company and Its subsidiary Wlsconv 
Michigan Power Company (“Applicant: 
and their wholesale customers Intervening 
in this proceeding (-Customers’*), obMstlng 
of: (1) 16 municipals, the Cities and Villas 
of cllntonvlUe. New London, Oconto Puli’*. 
Florence, Shawano. Cedarburg. Deerfield. Llk- 
horn, Hartford. Jefferson. Kiel. Lake Mill- 
Oconomowoc. Stinger, and Waterloo. Wisoon. 
sin, and Crystal Falls. Michigan; (2) two 
rural electric cooperatives. Oconto Electr!r 
Cooperative and Alger Delta Cooperative 
Electric Association: and (3) one investor, 
owned utility, Upper Peninsula Power Com- 
pany. A third rural electric cooperative, On¬ 
tonagon County Rural Electrification Associ¬ 
ation. la not an intervener in this proceedm 
This Settlement Agreement involve* Appli¬ 
cants’ joint filing of rates for service to Cus¬ 
tomers tendered on February 4, 1974, and 
effective subject to refund since September 
20, 1974, Specifically: 

1 Article I hereof provide* for filing of the 
rate schedule revisions attached hereto iu 
Appendix A. As shown on Appendix B hereto 
the settlement rates would, baaed on the 
1974 teat period, reduce the revenue tncreav 
sought by Applicants from $3,015,016 to 
42.637.499. The rate schedule revisions in 
Appendix A would also eliminate a restric¬ 
tion on resale for further resale of enerK* 
furnished under Applicants’ rue for whole 
sale service to large electric utilities. 

AmKPn B 

2. Article II provides for a moratorium 
against any further rate increase to becom* 
effective prior to January l. 1976. 

3. Article in provides that the 8etUcmci.' 
Agreement resolves all Issues between thr 
Applicants and Customers arising from Ap¬ 
plicants* filing. 

This Settlement Agreement resulted from 
dlacucaiona between Applicants. Customer' 
and the Commission’s staff held at varlou- 
times in 1975. As a result of those discuss lo: 
but subject In every particular to the condi¬ 
tions set forth in this Settlement Agreemei. 
Including acceptance of this Settlenicr 
Agreement In Its entirety and without Chang* 
or condition by the Commission, and with 
the understanding that each term of the 
Settlement Agreement is in consideration 
and support of every other term. Applicant 
and Customers have agreed as follows: 

Article I 

Article SJ: Upon the Commlasloua ap¬ 
proval of this Settlement Agreement. Appli¬ 
cants will file the rate schedule revision* 
attached hereto os Appendix A. 

Article 12: Applicants agree to refund to 
Customers any amounts collected for service 
from September 20.1974 In exceoa of amount* 
that would have been collected under the 
settlement rates in Appendix A. with tnterc 
at seven percent. 

Article II 

Moratorium 

Applicants agree that they will not lncrea^ 
their settlement rates prior to January I. 
1976. It la understood and agreed that Ap¬ 
plicant may submit for filing a proposed rate 
increase and may request a proposed effect ive 
data prior to January I. 1976. provided that 
Applicants request suspension of the pro¬ 
posed rates until January 1, 1976. 

Article III 

Full Settlement 

Applicants and Customers agree that tht- 
Settlement Agreement Is In full aettlemer.' 
of all Issues arising from Applicants’ fiHn* 
in this docket. 

Article IV 
Settlement Cost of Service 

It 1* agreed, for settlement purposes only, 
that the settlement rates are supported by 
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the 1974 test year coat of service Analysis 
presented In Appendix C hereto. 

Article V 

Conditions 

Article 5J: The making of this Settlement 
Agreement shall not be deemed In any re¬ 
ject to constitute an admission by Appli¬ 
cant* or Customers that any allegation or 
contention In these proceedings, or as to any 
of the foregoing matters, is true and valid. 

Article 5.2: The making of this Settlement 
Agreement establishes no principles and shall 
not be deemed to foreclose Applicants or 
Customers from making any contention In 
any proceeding or investigation, except for 
Applicants* commitments in Articles I and n. 

Article 5.3: The acceptance of this Settle¬ 
ment Agreement by the Commission shall not 
In any reaped constitute a determination by 
the Commission as to the merits of any alle¬ 
gations or contentions made In this rate 
proceeding. 

Article 3.4: This Settlement Agreement Is 
expressly conditioned upon the Commission's 
acceptance of all the provisions thereof, with¬ 
out change or condition, and upon the fol¬ 
lowing further Commission actions: 

(a) waiver of the requirement* of Section 
35.3 of Its regulations under the Pederal 
Power Act with respect to the filings pro¬ 
vided for In Article I of this Settlement 
Agreement, to the extent necessary to effec¬ 
tuate all of the provisions hereof; and 

(b) waiver by the Commission of the re¬ 
quirement* of Section 35.13 of 1U regulations 
under the Pederal Power Act with respect to 
said filings; and 

(c) acceptance of said filings without sus¬ 
pension under flection 205 of the Pederal 
I’ower Act. effective as of the dates specified 
in said filings. 

Article 5.S: The discussions which 
have produced this Settlement Agree¬ 
ment have been conducted on the expli¬ 
cit understanding, pursuant to Section 
1.18(e) of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, that all offers of 
settlement and discussions relating 
thereto arc and shall be privileged, shall 
be without prejudice to the position of 
any party or participant presenting any 
such offer or participating in any such 
discussion, and are not to be used in any 
manner In connection with this proceed¬ 
ing or otherwise. This Settlement Agree¬ 
ment is submitted on the condition that, 
in the event the Commission does not 
by order accept it In Its entirety, this 
Settlement Agreement shall be deemed 
withdrawn and shall not constitute any 
part of the record In this proceeding or 
be used for any other purposes. 

This Settlement Agreement is entered 
into in Madison, Wisconsin, tills 
day of. 197$ by and be¬ 

tween Customers and Applicants, by 
their respective attorneys who represent 
that they are fully authorized to do so 
on behalf of their principals. 

Wisconsin Electric Power Company, 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Company. 

Its Attorney 

Clintonvllle. New London. Oconto 
f^Us, Florence, Shawano, Ccdarburg, 
Deerfield, Elkhorn. Hartford, Jefferson. 
Kiel, Lake Mills, Oconomowoc, Slinger 
and Waterloo, Wisconsin, and Crystal 
Palls, Michigan. 

Their Attorney 


Oconto Electric Cooperative, Alger 
Delta Cooperative Electric Association. 

By... 

Their Attorney 
Upper Peninsula Power Company. 

By.. 

Its Attorney 
Appindu C 

WISCONSIN KLiterate POW« COMPANY SYJITXM 

Calculation of Revenue Requirements— 
Wholesale Customer* 1 

Year 1974 

Wholesale 

Rate base. $27,446,800 

Return requirement at 7.73 

percent _ 2,121,653 

Return-actual_ 443 , 30 c 


Return deficiency. 

1.678.347 

Income tax: 

Return deficiency__ 

Revenue requirement <61 52 

percent tax rate). 

Income tax deficiency.... 

.. 

Rate base allocation (per¬ 
cent) . 

2 8787 


Allocation of Income tax: 

Actual Income taxes_ . 

Deficiency. 


Total income tax re¬ 
quirement . 

$761,653 

Revenue requirement: 

Total Income tax require¬ 
ment . 

Less actual income taxes.. 

761.653 

1197.500) 

Income tax deficiency.... 
Return deficiency.._ 

959.153 
1.678. 347 


Total revenue increase 
required.. 2.637,500 


|PR Doc.75-34685 Piled 12-23-75.8:45 am| 


| Docket No. ER78-347J 

DUKE POWER COMPANY 
Notice of Filing 

December 16. 197$. 

Take notice that on December 9. 1975. 
Duke Power Company ("the Company" > 
tendered for filing a supplement to the 
Company's Electric Power Contract with 
the City of Seneca, South Carplina. This 
contract Is on file with the Commission 
and has been designated Duke Power 
Company Rate Schedule FPC No. 263. 

The only document submitted with this 
filing Us Exhibit A-l. Delivery Point No. 
1. dated September 10. 1975. The Com¬ 
pany requests that this document be¬ 
come effective on January 21. 1976. 

The Company states that a copy of this 
document has been served on Seneca 
Light and Water Plant. Seneca. South 
Carolina. 

The Company states that Exhibit A-l 
provides for an increase in contract de¬ 
mand from 12,000 KW to 16.000 KW 
made at the request of the customer. No 
new facilities have been installed to pro¬ 
vide the service described in the Exhibit 
A-*l. 


•Aug. 13. 1975. data revised for new WMP 
loss data and corrected demand data. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street N.E., Washington, DC. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 18, MO). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before December 29. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

| PR Doc.75-34856 Plied 12-23 75 8 46 am| 


(Docket No. ER76 35iJ 

IOWA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 
Notice of Proposed Rato Changes 

December 16, 1975, 

Take notice that Iowa Power and Light 
Company <Iowa Power) on December 9. 
1975. tendered for filing the following 
rate schedules: 

Service Schedule B to the Electric In¬ 
terchange Agreement between Iowa 
Power and Light Company and the City 
of Ames. Iowa, filed to supersede Supple¬ 
ment No. 2 to Iowa Power Rate Schedule 
FPC No 39; 

Service Schedule D to the Electric In¬ 
terchange Agreement between Iown 
Power and Light Company and the City 
of Ames. Iowa, filed to supersede the 
original Service Schedule D in effect 
under Iowa Power Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 39; and 

Third Amendment to the Electric In¬ 
terchange Agreement between Iowa 
Power and Light Company and the City 
of Ames, Iowa, filed to supersede Supple¬ 
ment No. 1 to Iowa Power Rate Schedule 
FPC No. 39. 

Iowa Power states that since no trans¬ 
actions under Service Schedules B and D 
• have occurred within the last twelve 
months, and more arc contemplated 
within the next twelve months, the pro¬ 
posed change will have no effect upon 
revenues from jurisdictional soles and 
service based on the twelve month period 
ending November 18.1976. 

Iowa Power further states that the 
proposed changes in rates charged under 
Service Schedules B and D were made 
for the purpose of bringing these rates 
into conformity with the rates being 
charged Iowa Power for similar services 
under the Mid Continent Area Power 
Pool (MAPP) Agreement to which Iowa 
Power is a party. The change In reserve 
requirements of the parties proposed by 
the Third Amendment was made for the 
purpose of bringing the City's reserve re¬ 
quirement up to the level which the 
MAPP Agreement requires Iowa Power 
to maintain. 

Iowa Power requests the Commission 
waive the prior notice requirements of 
Section 35.13<a) of the Regulations and 
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accept the filing with a retroactive effec¬ 
tive date of November 18. 1875. Iowa 
Power states that copies of the filing 
have been served upon the City of Ames. 
Iowa, and the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or pro¬ 
test said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
8trcet, NJ3., Washington, D.C. 20428, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure <18 CFR J.8. 1.10>. All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 30,1875. 

Protests will be considered by the Com¬ 
mission in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken, but will not sene to 
make protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.75-34857 Plltd 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. ER70 801| 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT 
COMPANY 

Notice of Tiling of Supplemental Data 
December 17,1875. 

Take notice that on December 8. 1975, 
Kansas City Power & Light Company 
tendered supplemental data intended to 
make complete its original filing of Au¬ 
gust 25. 1975. This action Is in response 
to a deficiency letter issued by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Federal Power Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). A11 such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 29. 1875. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[PE Doc.75-34858 Plied 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


(Docket No. KR73-332] 

KANSAS POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 
Notice of Filing 

December 17.1975. 

Take notice that on December 5. 1975, 
the Kansas Power and Light Company 
(Kansas Power) tendered for filing an 
amendment to its Power 8ervice Agree¬ 
ment with Nlnncscah Rural Electric 
Coop Association, Inc. (Coop) dated 
September 21. 1973. designated Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 160. Kansas Power 
states that this proposed change will 
provide for increased capacity two pres¬ 
ent delivery points, the decreased capac¬ 
ity at one present delivery point, a new 
delivery point for the Coop at'*’New Bel- 
pre” with a maximum demand of 1500 
KW at Phase 34.5 KV. and the deletion 
of the current Belpre deUvery point. 

Kansas Power states that the proposed 
changes are necessary to provide for 
more efficient service to customers of the 
Coop in order to meet the coming sum¬ 
mer peak load, 

Kansas Power states that copies of 
this filing have been mailed to the Coop 
and the Kansas State Corporation Com¬ 
mission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure <18 CFR 1,8. ia0>. All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 29. 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protest¬ 
ants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this fil¬ 
ing are on file with the Commission and 
arc available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc 75-34850 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. ER76 302} 

SOUTHERN SERVICES, INC. 

Notice of Filing of Amendment To 
Interchange Agreement 

December 17, 1975. 

Take notice that on November 28. 
1975, Southern Services, Inc. on its own 
behalf and on behalf of Alabama Power 
Company. Georgia Power Company. Gulf 
Power Company, and Mississippi Power 
Company, filed an amendment to the In¬ 
terchange agreement among them dated 


October 16, 1950. as amended. The pro¬ 
posed amendment is requested to be 
made effective as of January 1, 1976. 

In its letter of transmittal, Southern 
Services states that anual changes arc 
required in the existing interchange 
agreement so as to reflect the best and 
most currently available information 
with regard to the following items: 

1. Amount and location of additional 
generating capacity being provided. 

2. Estimates of company and system 
loads. 

3. Basic costs of deficit plants. 

4. Revisions in demonstrated capabil¬ 
ities and economics of existing generat¬ 
ing units. 

5. Variations associated with differen¬ 
ces in generating a vail ability. 

6. Routine additions and changes in 
equalization charges for transmission. 

The present filing Is being made in 
accordance with above-described policy 
of updating the Interchange agreement 
on an annual basis. The transmittal let¬ 
ter states that no changes are proposed 
in the fixed charge rates currently In 
effect undsr the existing interchange 
agreement. 

Any person desiring to be heard and to 
make any protest with reference to said 
filing should file a petition to intervene 
or protest with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. 825 North Capitol Street, NX. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion's Rules of Practice and Procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
December 30. 1975. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to make the protestant 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Southern Service* 
filing is on file with the Commission and 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

(FR Doc.75-348G0 riled 12-23-75:8:45 am | 


|Docket No. E-0145] 

UTAH POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
Notice of Filing of Settlement Agreement 
December 17. 1975 

Take notice that on December 8, 1975. 
the Utah Power & Light Company 
(Utah) tendered for filing a sttlement 
agreement In the above-referenced 
docket which Is intended to resolve all 
issues In this proceeding, with the excep¬ 
tion of a rate design question raised by 
Lincoln Service Corporation, a jurisdic¬ 
tional customer, which question Is cur¬ 
rently pending negotiations. 
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Utah state* that copies of the agree¬ 
ment have been sent to all Interveners 
and other jurisdictional customers. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
street NR. Washington. D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 26, 1075. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
i>erson wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plums. 

Secretary. 

|ER Doc.?5-34801 FUed 12 23 75:8:45 am] 


[Docket Ko. ER76-331 ] 

WISCONSIN POWER ANO LIGHT 
COMPANY 

Notice of Tariff Change 

December 17.1975. 

Take notice that Wisconsin Power and 
Light Company, on December 4. 1975, 
tendered for filing proposed changes In 
its W-2 and W-3 Electric Service Tariffs. 
Wholesale For Resale. The proposed 
changes would increase revenues from 
W-2 Customers by $524,537 and from 
W-3 Customers by $2,598,510 based on 
the 12-month period ending Decem¬ 
ber 31.1976. 

Wisconsin Power and Light Company 
states that the proposed rate Increase 
is necessary to meet rising financial and 
operating costs. The proposed effective 
date of the rates contained in the filing 
Is January 1,1976. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the public utility’s Jurisdictional cus¬ 
tomers. and the Public Sendee Commis¬ 
sion of Wisconsin. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 29. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to Intervene. Copies 
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of this filing are on file with the 
Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretory. 

|FR Doc.73-34802 riled 12-23-75.8:45 *m] 

FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

NOTICE OF COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Public Lane 92-463. effective Janu¬ 
ary 5, 1973. notice is hereby given that 
meetings of the Federal Prevailing Rate 
Advisory Committee wrlll be held on: 

Thursday. January 8. 1976. 

Thursday. January 15. 1976. 

Thursday. January 22, 1976. 

Thursday. January 29. 1976. 

The meetings will convene at 10 a.m. 
and will be held in Room 5A06A. Civil 
Service Commission Building. 1900 E 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

The committee’s primary responsibil¬ 
ity Is to study the prevailing rate system 
and from time to time advise the Civil 
Service Commission thereon. 

At these scheduled meetings, the com¬ 
mittee will consider proposed plans for 
implementation of Public Law 92-392. 
which law establishes pay systems for 
Federal prevailing rate employees. 

The meetings will be closed to the 
public on the basis of a determination 
under section 10(d) of the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463) 
and 5 U.8.C., section 552(b) (2). that the 
closing is necessary In order to provide 
the members with the opportunity to ad¬ 
vance proposals and counter-proposals 
in meaningful debate on Issues related 
solely to the Federal Wage System with 
the view toward ultimately formulating 
advisory policy recommendations for the 
consideration of the Civil Service Com¬ 
mission. 

However, members of the public who 
wish to do so. are invited to submit ma¬ 
terial in writing to the Chairman con¬ 
cerning matters felt to be deserving of 
the committee’s attention. Additional In¬ 
formation concerning these meetings may 
be obtained by contacting the Chairman, 
Federal Prevailing Rate Advisory Com¬ 
mittee. Room 5451. 1900 E Street. NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20415. 

David T. Road lev, 
Chairman, Federal Prevailinp 
Rate Advisory Committee. 

December 11, 1975. 

f FR Doc.75-34760 Filed 12-23 75;8:45 *m\ 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Notice of Receipt of Report Proposals 

The following requests for clearance 
of reports Intended for use in collecting 


Information from the public were re¬ 
ceived by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO. on December 16. 1975. See 44 
U.8.C. 3513 (c) and (d). The purpose 
of publishing this list in the Federal 
Register Is to Inform the public of such 
receipt. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of In¬ 
formation; the agency form number. If 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the Information Is proposed to be col¬ 
lected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
CAB and FMC forms are invited from ail 
Interested persons, organizations, public 
interest groups, and affected businesses. 
Because of the limited amount of time 
GAO has to review the proposed forms, 
comments (in triplicate) must be recetved 
on or before January 12,1976. and should 
be addressed to Mr. Carl F. Bogar. As¬ 
sistant Director. Office of Special Pro¬ 
grams. United States General Account¬ 
ing Office, Room 5216. 425 I Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20548. 

Further information may be obtained 
from Patsy J. Stuart of the Regulatory 
Reports Review Staff, 202-376-5425. 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Request has been submitted for exten¬ 
sion no change of the record-retention 
requirements in Part 373—Study Group 
Charters by Direct Air Cartiers and 
Study Group Charterers, and Part 378— 
Inclusive Tour Charters. The objectives 
of these requirements are to (1) ensure 
that study group charterers and tour op¬ 
erators conduct their programs In ac¬ 
cordance with the regulations In Parts 
373 and 378 and <3) provide the Board 
with information concerning the revenue 
and passenger traffic generated by tour 
and study group operations. These re¬ 
tention requirements are mandatory un¬ 
der the Federal Aviation Act. 

Federal Maritime Commission 

Request for extension without change 
of the Commission's General Order 18 
(46 CFR 537), “Conference Agreement 
Provisions Relating to Concerted Activi¬ 
ties.’’ This rule requires that parties to 
agreements approved under Section 15 of 
the Shipping Act. 1916, file with the Com¬ 
mission reports of all meetings of the 
conference or parties to the agreement. 
Respondent burden is estimated to be 2 
hours per response with total annual re¬ 
sponses estimated at 2.000 reports. 

Norman F. Heyl, 

Regulatory Reports . Review Officer. 

(FR Doc.75-34651 Filed 22-23-75:8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
Federal Preparedness Agency 

RADIOLOGICAL INCIDENT EMERGENCY 

RESPONSE PLANNING; FIXED FACILI¬ 
TIES AND TRANSPORTATION 

Interagency Responsibilities 

This notice is issued by the Federal 
Preparedness Agency. General Services 
Administration (GSA >, to provide full 
public information concerning the gen¬ 
eral course and method by which certain 
radiological Incident emergency response 
planning responsibilities are channeled 
and determined (5 USC 552(a)(1)<B) >. 
It supersedes the Ftokral Register notice 
of January 24. 1973 ( 38 FR 2356), pub¬ 
lished by the Office or Emergency Pre¬ 
paredness. 

Purpose. To state the responsibilities 
as agreed between certain Federal agen¬ 
cies for radiological emergency response 
planning covering fixed nuclear facilities 
and transportation incidents involving 
radioactive materials and for providing 
coordinated Federal assistance to State 
and local governments in their emer¬ 
gency response planning related to such 
incidents. Policy and planning guidance 
to Federal agencies for assistance to 
States will be directed toward those in¬ 
cidents whose efTects extend beyond the 
boundaries of the facility or site or the 
immediate area of an incident involving 
the transportation of radioactive ma¬ 
terial. It is intended that the plans and 
arrangements developed by Federal 
agencies and by the States for responding 
to the contingencies set forth in this 
notice will be encompassed subsequently 
in Federal and State planning docu¬ 
ments which provide for the full spec¬ 
trum of peacetime nuclear emergencies. 
It is also intended that this Statement 
of Responsibilities will provide a contin¬ 
uing stimulus to State and local govern¬ 
ment emergency planning for responding 
to radiological incidents. 

Background—Formal statement of the 
roles of the Federal departments and 
agencies, as set forth in this notice. Is 
made pursuant to Executive Orders 11051 
and 11490 and in connection with the 
responsibility of the Federal Prepared¬ 
ness Agency to stimulate vigorous State 
and local participation In emergency pre¬ 
paredness measures and in achieving a 
coordinated working relationship be¬ 
tween the various element* of State gov¬ 
ernments and the Federal agencies to 
which specific emergency preparedness 
functions have been assigned. While 
there is substantial assurance of an ex¬ 
ceedingly low* probability of incidents in¬ 
volving radioactive materials In fixed nu¬ 
clear facilities and in the transportation 
of those materials, the anticipated pro¬ 
liferation of nuclear power plants and 
materials in the near future requires 
early consideration of this problem and 
adequate emergency planning for such 
contingencies. At the Federal level, sev¬ 
eral agencies are cooperating to lend as¬ 
sistance to State and local governments 
in developing emergency plans for fixed 
nuclear facilities and the transportation 


of nuclear materials. Current planning 
activities are taking place at all levels of 
government, as well as in private 
industry. 

Responsibilities. The Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission (NRC) is the lead 
agency in radiological Incident emer¬ 
gency response planning, training and 
other assistance activities covered in this 
notice. The Federal Preparedness Agency, 
GSA. exercises general monitorship of 
these activities. Responsibilities of NRC, 
the Federal Preparedness Agency. GSA. 
and other Federal agencies are detailed 
below. 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
<NRC> is responsible for: 

1. Issuance of guidance to other Fed¬ 
eral agencies concerning their responsi¬ 
bilities and authorities in radiological In¬ 
cident emergency response planning and 
In providing planning assistance to State 
and local governments. 

2. Development and promulgation of 
guidance to State and local governments 
in coordination with other Federal agen¬ 
cies for the preparation of radiological 
emergency response plans. 

3. Review and concurrence In such 
plans. (Proper correlation among State, 
local government* licensee, and national 
plans is an clement of this review.) 

4 Determination of the accident po¬ 
tential at each licensed fixed nuclear 
facility. 

5. Issuance of guidance for establish¬ 
ment of effective systems of emergency 
radiation detection and measurement. 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
< EPA> is responsible for; 

1. Establishment of Protection Action 
Guides (PAG) in coordination with ap¬ 
propriate Federal agencies. These guides 
will be in terms of projected radiation 
doses which might result from radiologi¬ 
cal incidents at fixed nuclear facilities 
or in the transportation of radioactive 
materials. 

2. Recommendations as to appropriate 
protective actions which con be taken by 
governmental authorities to ameliorate 
the consequences of a radiological inci¬ 
dent at a fixed nuclear facility or from 
an incident involving transportation of 
radioactive materials. 

3 F>roviding assistance, following the 
guidance Issued by NRC, to State agen¬ 
cies with radiological emergency response 
responsibilities in the development of 
their emergency plans relative to nuclear 
facilities and transportation incidents 
involving radioactive materials. 

4. The establishment of emergency 
radiation detection and measurement 
svstems guidelines in cooperation with 
NRC. 

The Energy Research and Develop¬ 
ment Administration (EJU)A) is respon¬ 
sible for: 

1. Providing guidance, consistent with 
NRC guidance, to State and local gov¬ 
ernments on the development of that 
portion of their radiological incident 
emergency response planning which is 
related to ERDA-managed and operated 
facilities and ERDA-controlled radioac¬ 
tive materials in transit to assure that; 
fa> State and local planning are co¬ 


ordinated with ERDA and ERDA con¬ 
tractor radiological incident respot, e 
planning; and (b) State and local re¬ 
sponse capabilities and resources are 
fully coordinated with ERDA to miti¬ 
gate the offsite consequences of radiolog¬ 
ical Incidents. 

2. Cooperation with the involved Fed¬ 
eral agencies in the development and 
implementation of radiological emer¬ 
gency response planning assistance for 
State and local governments, consistent 
with NRC guidance. 

3. Determination of the accident po¬ 
tential at each non-lieensed ERDA fixed 
nuclear facility. 

4. Assisting other agencies in the de¬ 
velopment and establishment of guide¬ 
lines on effective systems of emergency 
radiation detection and measurement, 
Including Instrumentation, for State and 
local governments, in cooperation with 
NRC. 

The Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare (D1IEW) is responsible lor: 

1. Assisting State health departments. 
State hospital associations, and oth r 
professional organizations and ambu¬ 
lance services in the development ol 
plans for the prevention of adverse ef¬ 
fects from exposure to radiation. Includ¬ 
ing the use of prophylactic drugs to re¬ 
duce radiation dose to specific organ 
This includes health and medical care 
responses to radiological Incidents, 
consistent with guidelines issued by 
NRC. 

2. Issuance of guidance on appropriate 
planning actions necessary for evaluat¬ 
ing and preventing radioactive contami¬ 
nation of foods and animal feeds, and 
the control and use of such products 
should they become contaminated. 

3. Issuance of guidance on emergency 
radiation doses related uT the health 
and safety of ambulance services, hos¬ 
pital, and oilier health care personnel, 
in cooperation with EPA. 

4. Establishing and issuing guideline 
for radiation detection and measure¬ 
ment systems for use by ambulance serv¬ 
ices and hospital emergency depart¬ 
ments, in cooperation with NRC. 

The Department of Transportal ton 
(DOT) is responsible for: 

1. Providing guidelines, in cooperation 
with NRC and other Federal agencies, 
and consistent with NRC guidance, for 
the development of that portion of State 
and local emergency plans pertaining to 
transportation incidents involving radio¬ 
active materials as described in the Pur¬ 
pose portion of this statement. 

2. Assistance to State and local gov¬ 
ernments in emergency planning for 
such transportation Incidents. 

The Defense Civil Prepared nc^ 
Agency (DCPA) is responsible for: 

1. Assistance to State and local au¬ 
thorities In planning the emergency pre¬ 
paredness actions required to provide 
the mechanism for coordinating emer¬ 
gency operations in response to radio¬ 
logical incidents, consistent with NRC 
guidance. > 

2. Issuance of guidance on the use ol 
civil defense resources including warn¬ 
ing. communications, training, and ra¬ 
diological defense emergency response 
systems. 
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Federal Disaster Assistance Adminis¬ 
tration <FDAA> of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development is re¬ 
sponsible tor: 

I. Providing guidance to State and 
local authorities on the disaster pre¬ 
paredness aspects of State emergency 
; . inning for fixed nuclear facilities and 
• asportation incidents Involving radio¬ 
active materials, consistent with NRC 
guidance, for the preparation of radio¬ 
logical emergency response plans. 

2 Recommendations to NRC as to 
appropriate planning actions necessary 
for evaluation and review of State and 
local planning activities developed under 
this notice. 

The Federal Preparedness Agency 
iFPA). GSA. will exercise general moni- 
torshlp of Federal radiological emergency 
response planning and training activities 
related to this notice. Specifically, FPA 
responsibilities include: 

1. Review and endorsement of NRC 
guidance to other Federal agencies and 
NRC guidance and planning assistance 
to State and local governments. 

2. Assistance In resolving Federal in¬ 
teragency or Federal-State problems 
when necessary to the fulfillment of the 
resjxmslbilities to Federal agencies in 
this notice. 

3. Encouragement of States to produce 
plans related to this notice as part of 
their general State emergency planning. 

4 Assistance to NRC. ERDA and DOT 
in developing priorities, when required, 
for providing this planning assistance 
to State and local governments. 

5. Facilitating State and local con¬ 
tracts for NRC. ERDA and DOT. 

6. Maintaining an overview of plan¬ 
ning activities and providing policy and 
planning guidance when required. 

Participating Federal agencies will sup¬ 
port the development and conduct of 
emergency response preparedness pro¬ 
grams, to Include training, consistent 
with their respective responsibilities. 

Other Federal agencies w ill be involved 
in specific Instances of radiological Inci¬ 
dent emergency response planning par¬ 
ticipation and assistance in accordance 
with their basic responsibilities and func¬ 
tions, Details of such participation as 
part of the coordinated Federal effort 
will be a development of each localized 
planning activity. 

Dated: December 10. 1975. 

Leslie W. Bray. Jr., 
Director , Federal Preparedness 
Agency. General Services Ad¬ 
ministration. 

|FR Doc.75-34038 Filed 12-23-75:8.45 ami 


INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL (COAL 
MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

APPLICATIONS FOR RENEWAL PERMITS. 
ELECTRIC FACE EQUIPMENT STANDARD 

Notice of Opportunity for Public Hearing 

Applications for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
e quipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and 8afety Act 
of 1969 have been received for items of 


NOTICES 

equipment in underground coal mines as 
follow's: 

(1) ICP Docket No. 4197-000. HOBBS 
BROS. COAL COMPANY, INC.. Mine No. 

7. Mine ID No. 44 02705 0. Whltcwood. 
Virginia 24657. ICP Permit No. 4197- 
005— Rr-3 (Stacy Spinner Loading Ma¬ 
chine, ID. No. S-SB-EH-HB-1), ICP 
Permit No. 4197-009—R-3 (Goodman 212 
Cutting Machine. ID. No. G-212-HB- 
2-7). 

<2> ICP Docket No. 4225-000. MARY 
E COAL COMPANY. INC.. Mine No. 2. 
Mine ID No. 44 00526 0. Whitewood, Vir¬ 
ginia, ICP Permit No. 4225-012—R-3 
•Stacy's Spinner Loading Machine, ID. 
No. S-SWB-ME-3 >, ICP Permit No. 
4225-013—R-3 (Stacy's Spinner Load¬ 
ing Machine. ID. No. S-SB-EH—ME— 2 >, 
ICP Permit No. 4225-016—Rr-3 (Royal 
Cutting Machine. ID. No. R-MEr-1), ICP 
Permit No. 4225-017—R-3 (Goodman 212 
Cutting Machine, I D. No. G-212-ME-3 1 . 

In accordance with the provisions of 
Section 504.7(b) of Title 30. Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, notice is hereby given 
that requests for public hearing as to an 
application for a renewal permit may be 
filed within 15 days after publication of 
this notice. Requests for public hearing 
must be filed in accordance with 30 CFR 
Part 505 (35 FR 11296. July 15. 1970), 
as amended, copies of which may be ob¬ 
tained from the Panel upon request. 

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer. Interim 
Compliance Panel. Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20006. 

C. Donald Nagle, 
Acting Chairman, 
Interim Compliance Panel 

Declmmoi 19. 1975. 

|FR Doc 75-34647 Filed 13-23-75:8:45 am) 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

AD HOC ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE 

SACRAMENTO PEAK OBSERVATORY 

Notice of Establishment 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (PD. 92-463), it is hereby 
determined that the establishment of the 
Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on the 
Sacramento Peak Observatory (SPO) is 
necessary, appropriate, and in the public 
interest In connection with the perform¬ 
ance of the duties imposed upon the Di¬ 
rector. National Science Foundation 
< NSF> by the National Science Founda¬ 
tion Act of 1950. as amended, and other 
applicable la*\ This determination fol¬ 
lows consultation with the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget (OMB*. pursuant 
to Section 9(a)(2) of the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act and OMB Circular 
No. A-63. Revised. 

1. Same of Group. Ad Hoc Advisory 
Committee on the Sacramento Peak Ob¬ 
servatory. 

2. Purpose. The purpose of the Ad Hoc 
Advisory Committee on the Sacramento 
Peak Observatory is to review the re¬ 
search activities at SPO. The committee 
is to examine and assess the scientific 
priority of SPO research in relation to 
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other Federal support for astronomical 
research. The results of the assessment 
will be presented to the Director of the 
National Science Foundation through the 
Assistant Director for Atronomical. At¬ 
mospheric. Earth, and Ocean Sciences. 

3. Effective Date of Establishment and 
Duration. The establishment of the Ad 
Hoc Advisory Committee on the Sacra¬ 
mento Peak Observatory' is effective upon 
filing of the charter with the Director. 
NSP. and with the standing committees 
of Congress having legislative jurisdic¬ 
tion of the National Science Foundation. 
The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on the 
Sacramento Peak Observatory* will con¬ 
tinue for two months from the effective 
date. 

4. Membership. The membership of 
the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on the 
Sacramento Peak*. Observatory shall be 
Tairly balanced in the terms of the points 
of view represented and the group's func¬ 
tion. Membership of the Ad Hoc Advisory 
Committee on the Sacramento Peak Ob¬ 
servatory will consist of several individ¬ 
uals selected from the scientific and 
academic communities. The membership 
will be from the astronomical community 
and will represent all major geographical 
areas in the United States. 

5. Advisory Group Operation. The Ad 
Hoc Advisory Committee on the Sacra¬ 
mento Peak Observatory wrill operate in 
accordance with provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (PD. 92-463*. 
Foundation policy and procedures, OMB 
Circular No. A-63, Revised, and other 
directives and instructions Issued in im¬ 
plementation of the Act. 

H. OUYFORD StEVER. 

Director . 

(FR Doc.75-34850 FUcd 12-23-75:8:45 am | 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

|Docket Nos. STN 50-528. STN 60-529 end 
STS 50-630) * 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY. 
ET AL. 

Hearing on Application lor Construction 
Permits 

A Notice of Hearing on Application for 
Construction Permits was published In 
the Federal Register on October 22, 1974 
concerning the application of Arizona 
Public Service Company. Salt River 
Project Agricultural Improvement and 
Power District. Tucson Gas and Electric 
Company. El Paso Electric Company, 
Public 8ervice Company of New Mexico, 
and Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, 
Inc. to construct the Palo Verde Nuclear 
Generating Station. Units 1. 2. and 3 
(the facilities) at a site In Maricopa 
County. Arizona, about 15 miles west 
of Buckeye and 36 miles west of Phoenix 
(39 F.R. 37528). The Tucson Gas and 
Electric Company has since withdrawn 
as a joint applicant and has been re¬ 
placed by the Southern California Edison 
Company*. 

As a result of Southern California Edi¬ 
son Company's replacement of Tucson 
Gas and Electric Company as a joint ap¬ 
plicant. the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
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Board < Board* on behalf of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (Commission) is 
hereby issuing an Amended Notice of 
Hearing on Application for Construction 
Permits for the facilities. This amended 
notice does not alter or expand the Is¬ 
sues set forth in the initial Notice of 
Hearing for consideration. By this 
Amended Notice the Commission is. how¬ 
ever. affording any person whose interest 
may be affected by Southern California 
Edison Company's entrance as a Joint 
applicant the opportunity to participate 
in tliis proceeding. 

Any person whose Interest may be af¬ 
fected by Southern California Edison 
Company’s entrance as a joint Applicant 
and who wishes to participate as a party 
in the proceeding must Ale a written 
petition under oath or affirmation for 
leave to intervene in accordance with tho 
provisions of 10 CFR 2.714. A petition for 
leave to intervene shall set forth the in¬ 
terest of the petitioner in the proceeding, 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding, and any other 
contentions of the petitioner including 
the facts and reasons why he should bo 
permitted to intervene, with particular 
reference to the following factors: (1) 
the nature of the petitioner’s right under 
the Act to be made a party to the pro¬ 
ceeding; (2) the nature and extent of the 
petitioner's property, financial, or other 
interest in the proceeding: and <3> the 
possible cfTcct of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the peti¬ 
tioner’s Interest. Any such petition shall 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
identifying the specific aspect or aspects 
of the subject matter of the proceeding 
as to which the petitioner wishes to in¬ 
tervene and setting forth with particu¬ 
larity both the facts pertaining to his in¬ 
terest and the basis for his contentions 
with regard to each aspect on which he 
desires to intervene. A petition that sets 
forth contentions relating only to mat¬ 
ters outside the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission will be denied. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave 
to intervene, and have all the rights of 
the applicants to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing, such as the 
examination and cross-examination of 
witnesses, with respect to their conten¬ 
tions related to the matters at issue Ip 
the proceeding. 

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be filed with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission and others as specified below by 
January 24. 1976. A petition for leave to 
intervene which is not timely will not be 
granted unless the Board determines 
that the petitioner has made a substan¬ 
tial showing of good cause for failure to 
file on time and after the Board has con¬ 
sidered those factors specified in 10 CFR 
5 2.714(a) <l)-<4> and 12.714(d). 

Any person who does not wish, or is not 
qualified, to become a party to this pro¬ 
ceeding may request permission to make 
a limited appearance pursuant to the 
provisions of 10 CFR 5 2.715. A person 
making a limited appearance may make 
an oral or written statement on the 
record. He does not become a party, but 
may state his position and raise ques¬ 


tions which he would like answered to 
the extent that the questions are within 
the scope of the issues set forth in the 
original Notice of Hearing. Limited ap¬ 
pearances will be permitted at the time 
of the hearing at the discretion of the 
Board, within such limits and on such 
conditions as may be fixed by the Board. 

Persons desiring to make a limited ap¬ 
pearance are requested to inform the 
Secretary of the Commission and others 
by Januni*y 24. 1976. 

Papers required to be filed in this 
proceeding shall be filed by mall or tele¬ 
gram addressed to the Secretary of the 
Commission. United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20555. Attention: Docketing and 
Service Section, or may be filed by deliv¬ 
ery to the Commission's Public Docu¬ 
ment Room. 1717 H Street. NW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. Pending further order of the 
Board, parties are required to fi le, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 10 CFR 5 2.708. 
on original and twenty (20) conformed 
copies of each such paper with the Com¬ 
mission. A copy of the petition or request 
for limited appearance should also be 
sent to the Chief Hearing Counsel. Office 
of the Executive Legal Director, UB. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555 and to Arthur C. Oehr, 
Snell L Wilmer, 3100 Valley Center. 
Phoenix, Arizona 85073, attorney for the 
applicant. 

For further details, see Supplement 6 
to the applicant’s environmental report 
(covering Issues raised by Southern Cali¬ 
fornia Edison Company’s entrance as a 
Joint applicant), dated October 10, 1975, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street. NW.. Washington. 
D.C., between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. on weekdays. A copy of this 
document is also available at the Phoenix 
Public Library, 12 East McDowell Road, 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004, for inspection by 
members of the public between the hours 
of 10 ajn. and 9 p.m. Monday through 
Thursday, 9 a.m. and 6 pjn. on Friday 
and Saturday, and 2 p.m. and 6 p.m. on 
Sunday. 

Dated at Bethe&da. Maryland this 18th 
day of December, 1975. 


For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 


Hugh K. Clark. 

Chairman. 


I PR Doc.76-34763 Piled 12-23-75:8:45 *m] 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b ), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards will hold a meeting on Janu¬ 
ary 8-10. 1976, in Room 1046, 1717 H 
Street. NW. Washington. DC. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
will be as follows: 

Thursday, January 8. 1976 

8:30 am-9:4S am: Executive Session 
(Closed )—The Committee will meet in 


closed executive session to discuss opin¬ 
ions and exchange recommendations of 
individual members related to the nomi¬ 
nation of candidates for appointment to 
the Committee. The Committee will also 
discuss the evaluation of the ACRS Sub¬ 
committee and the comments and recom¬ 
mendations of individual members and 
consultants who may be present regard¬ 
ing matters to be considered during the 
following open meeting to consider pro¬ 
posed design changes for light water 
reactors to accommodate Anticipated 
Transients Without Scram (ATW8). 

9:4$ am-12:45 pm and 1:45 pm-2:4$ 
pm: Anticipated Transients Without 
Scram—Proposed LWR Plant Chances 
(Open)—The Committee will hear pres¬ 
entations by and hold discussions with 
representatives of the NRC Stall and the 
Wcstlnghouse Electric Corp., the Gen¬ 
eral Electric Co., the Babcock & Wilcox 
Co., and Combustion Engineering. Inc 
Portions of this session will be closed as 
required to discuss proprietary informa¬ 
tion related to the proposed design 
changes. 

2:45 p.m.-6:30 p.m.: Executive Session 
(Closed )—The Committee will meet m 
closed executive session to exchange the 
opinions and recommendations of indi¬ 
vidual members regarding preparation 
of final advice to the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission with respect to the Kosh- 
konong Nuclear Power Plant, Safeguard¬ 
ing of Special Nuclear Material, the 
Safety Design Basis for Fast Reactors 
and Long-Term Storage/Disposal of 
Radioactive Wastes. The members will 
also exchange views, opinions and rec¬ 
ommendations regarding activities of 
ACRS Subcommittees on generic mat¬ 
ters. 

Friday, January 9,1976 

8:30 a.m.-9:30 a.m.: Executive Session 
( Closed >—The Committee will meet with 
the Executive Director for Operations to 
discuss proposed staff policy regarding 
the design of nuclear plants to preclude 
sabotage. The Committee will meet with 
the Director, Nuclear Material Safety 
and Safeguards, to discuss preliminary 
results and tentative conclusions of stud¬ 
ies to establish NRC policy regarding 
safeguards for special nuclear material. 

9:30 am-l:30 pm: Meeting with SRC 
Staff (Open)—The Committee will hear 
presentations by and hold discussion/ 
with members of the NRC Staff regarding 
the anticipated schedule for future 
ACRS meetings, and recent operating 
experience and licensing actions. The 
Staff will also present specific report* 
regarding several generic matters in¬ 
cluding: 

Use of additives in containment spray 
systems. 

Evaluation of core peaking factors. 

Main steam line isolation valve leak¬ 
age control systems and seismic design 
of main steam lines. 

Status of the high temperature gas 
cooled reactor program. 

Status of the Clinch River breeder 
reactor review. 

2:30 p.ro.-6:30 p.m. Executive Session 
(Closed) —The Committee will meet in 
closed executive session to exchange the 
view’s, opinions and recommendations of 
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individual members regarding proposed 
\CRS reports, providing final advice to 
the Commission, on the status ol generic 
: t ems related to light water reactors, the 
:>eope of the ACRS review process and 
its relationship to the membership needs 
of the Committee. ACRS comments on 
proposed plant changes to accommodate 
ATwa 

Saturday, January 10,1976 

8:30 fl.m.-f 2;30 p.m.; Executive Session 
Closed) —The Committee will meet in 
closed Executive Session to exchange 
the advice, opinions and recommenda¬ 
tions of Individual members regarding 
proposed ACRS review of BWR pipe 
rracking, candidates for appointment to 
the Committee, proposed Regulatory 
Guide 1.96. -‘Design of Main Steam Line 
Isolation Valve Leakages Control Sys¬ 
tems for Boiling Water Reactor Nuclear 
Power Plants.*' and to complete prep¬ 
aration of ACRS reports noted earlier. 

I have determined in accordance with 
Subsection 10<d) of Public Law 92-463 
that it is necessary to close portions of 
the meeting as noted above to protect 
proprietary data (5 UJS.C. 552(b) (4)), to 
protect the free exchange of opinion 
during the Committees deliberative 
process (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5)), and to pte- 
clude unwarranted Invasion of privacy 
-5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)). These closed ses¬ 
sions will consist primarily of delibera¬ 
tive discussion among the Committee 
members leading to the formulation of 
advice and recommendations to the Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission. Separa¬ 
tion of factual information from the in¬ 
dividual advice, opinion or recommenda¬ 
tions of ACRS members and consultants 
during this discussion Is not considered 
practical. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule, The Chairman of the Committee 
is empowered to conduct the meeting in 
a manner that in his Judgment will fa¬ 
cilitate the orderly conduct of business, 
including provisions to carry over an !n- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
die open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

<a) Persons wishing to submit writ¬ 
ten statements regarding the agenda 
items may do so by providing a readily 
reproducible copy to the Committee at 
the beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Committee’s purview. Persons 
desiring to mail written comment® may 
do so by mailing a readily reproducible 
copy thereof In time for consideration 
at this meeting. Comments postmarked 
no later than December 31, 1975, to the 
Executive Director. Advisory Committee 
on Reactor Safeguards. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission. Washington. DC. 
20555 will normally be received in time 
to be considered at this meeting Back¬ 
ground information concerning Items to 
be considered at this meeting can be 
found in documents on file and available 
for public Inspection at the Nuclear Reg¬ 
ulatory Commission’s Public Document 


Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20555 and at the following Public 
Document Rooms: 

Koshkonong Nuclrar Power Plant 

L Dwtght-FoRtcr Public Library. P.O. Box 
88 . Port Atkinson. WI 53538 

2. Municipal Reference Service. Room 
103-B. MadUon Public Library. Madison. 
WI 83700 

<b> Those persons wishing to make 
oral statements regarding agenda items 
at the meeting should make a request 
to do so prior to the meeting, identifying 
the topics and desired presentation time 
so that appropriate arrangements can be 
made. The Committee will receive oral 
statements In safety related areas within 
the Committee’s purview at an appro¬ 
priate time chosen by the Chairman of 
the Committee. 

<c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing or portions of the meeting have been 
cancelled or rescheduled, the Chair¬ 
man’s ruling on requests for the oppor¬ 
tunity to present oral statements, and 
the time allotted therefor, con be ob¬ 
tained by a prepaid telephone call on 
January 7. 1976, to the Office of the Ex¬ 
ecutive Director of the Committee 'Tele¬ 
phone: 202-634-1371) between 8:15 AM 
and 5:00 PM. Eastern Time. It should be 
noted that the schedule noted above is 
tentative, based on the anticipated avail¬ 
ability of related information, etc. It may 
be necessary to reschedule Items to ac¬ 
commodate required changes. The ACRS 
Executive Director will be prepared to 
describe these changes on January 7, 
1976. 

(d> Questions may be propounded 
only by members of the Committee and 
Its consultants. 

(e) The use of still, movie, and tele¬ 
vision cameras, the physical installation 
and presence of which will not interfere 
with the course of the meeting, will be 
permitted both before and after the 
meeting and during any recess. The use 
of such equipment will not. however, be 
allowed while the meeting Is in session. 

(f) Persons with agreements or orders 
permitting access to proprietary in¬ 
formation other than plant security in¬ 
formation may attend portions of ACRS 
meetings where this material is being dis¬ 
cussed upon confirmation that such 
agreements are effective and relate to the 
material being discussed. 

The Executive Director of the ACRS 
should be informed of such an agreement 
at least 3 days prior to the meeting so 
that the agreement can be confirmed 
and a determination can be made regard¬ 
ing the applicability of this agreement 
to the material that will be discussed 
during the meeting. Minimum informa¬ 
tion provided should include informa¬ 
tion regarding the date of the agreement, 
the scope of material included in the 
agreement, the project or projects in¬ 
volved. and the names and titles of the 
persons signing the agreement. Addi¬ 
tional information may be required to 
identify the specific agreement involved. 
A copy of the executed agreement should 
be provided to the Executive Director at 
the beginning of the meeting. 


(g) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portions of the meeting will be 
available for inspection during the fol¬ 
lowing workday at the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street. NW. Washington. 
D C. Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
wll be made available for inspection at 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commissions 
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street. 
NW.. Washington. D.C., on or after 
April 9. 1976. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Dated: December 22. 1975. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|FR Doc.75-34921 Filed 12-23-75; 10:25 xm| 


MIXED OXIDE FUEL 

Scope, Procedures and Schedule for Gen¬ 
eric Environmental Impact Statement 
and Criteria for Interim Licensing Ac¬ 
tions 

In Fit Doc. 75-30771, appearing at 
pages 53056-53063 in the issue for Fri¬ 
day. November 14. 1975. corrections are 
made as follows: 

Page 53057, 1st column, line 17: Insert 
the word ’‘programs’* for the sentence 
to read • * as to safeguards programs 
associated with • • •'* 

Page 53057. 3rd column, 2nd para¬ 
graph: The paragraph should read as 
follows: ’The Appendix to this Notice 
sets forth, In sequential manner, the 
projected times for completion of the 
draft and final environmental Impact 
statements; for publication of safeguards 
rules relating to interim licensing and 
rules regarding wide-scale use of mixed 
oxide fuel; for issuance of notice of hear¬ 
ing; and for the final Commission de¬ 
cision on wide-scale use.” 

Page 53059, 1st column, 2nd full para¬ 
graph. line 5: Delete the comma between 
“spent” and “fuel *. 

Page 53059. 1st column. 2nd full para¬ 
graph. next to last line: For factual ac¬ 
curacy. insert the phrase “at reduced 
cost” between “plutonium” and “for” 
so as to read. ”, . . AEC supplied plu¬ 
tonium at reduced cost for demonstra¬ 
tion . . 

Page 53059, 3rd column. 2nd full para¬ 
graph, line 16: To assist In clarifying 
the status of applications for plutonium 
conversion facilities, the following sen¬ 
tence should be inserted between the 
sentence ending with the parenthetical 
expression”" " • Docket No. 70-1729>” 
and the next sentence beginning “In 
addition • • “Allied-General Nu¬ 
clear Services also has filed an applica¬ 
tion for authority to construct and oper¬ 
ate at its Barnwell site a facility for 
conversion of plutonium nitrate to 
plutonium oxide.” 

Page 53060, 1st column, last para¬ 
graph, line 6: Correct misspelling’of the 
w r ord “Identify.” 

Page 53060, 2nd column, 2nd full para¬ 
graph: For clarification purposes, the 
first sentence should be revised to 
read as follows: “The Commission ex¬ 
pects to publish proposed safeguards 
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rules governing Interim licensing of 
plutonium conversion and mixed oxide 
fuel fabrication activities when the 
supplement to the draft statement Is 
issued." 

Page 53060, 2nd column, paragraph 
under INTERIM REVIEWS, line 18: 
Delete the period after the word “fuel." 

Page 53060,2nd column, paragraph un¬ 
der INTERIM REVIEWS, lines 19 
through 32: To clarify the status of ap¬ 
plications for plutonium conversion fa¬ 
cilities, the fourth, fifth and sixth sen¬ 
tences of the paragraph (lines 19 through 
32 beginning with "No application has 
. . and ending with .. operation be¬ 
fore about 1982.") should be revised to 
read as follows: "Allied-General Nuclear 
Services has hied an application contain¬ 
ing preliminary design information for a 
plant at Barnwell in which plutonium 
nitrate would be converted to plutonium 
oxide. If authorization were granted by 
the Commission for construction and 
operation of the plant, it is unlikely that 
such conversion operations could com¬ 
mence any earlier than mid-1979.* The 
proposed modified and expanded NFS re¬ 
processing plant, including plutonium 
and uranium conversion facilities (with 
estimated reprocessing capacity of about 
750 metric tons of spent fuel per year) 
is still under design and. if authorized, is 
not expected to be in operation before 
about 1982." 

Page 53060, 2nd column, footnote 3. 
line 3: For factual accuracy, the paren¬ 
thetical expression in footnote 3 should 
be revised to read "(e.g., plutonium oxide 
rather than nitrate solution) 

Page 53062, 3rd column, line 5: Add 
the word "value" following the words 
"high strategic" to read • • high stra¬ 
tegic value (39 FR 40036). 

Dated this 19th day of December 1975 
at Washington. D.C. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel J. CirrLK, 
Secretary o/ the Commission . 

I FR Doc .75-34920 Filed 13-23-75.10:24 am| 


(Docket No. PRM-20-6J 

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE 
COUNCIL, INC. 

Extension of Comment Poriod 

On October 29, 1975 the Nuclear Regu¬ 
latory Commission published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (40 FR 50327) a notice 
that a petition for rule making had been 
filed with the Commission by the Natural 
Resources Defense Council. Inc. 

The petitioners requested that the 
Commission amend its radiation protec¬ 
tion standards as they apply to the max¬ 
imum permissible whole body dose 
equivalent for occupational exposure. 
The limits on exposure of Individuals to 
radiation in restricted areas are set out 
in $ 20.101 of 10 CFR Part 20. Limits re¬ 
garding exposure of minors to radiation 
in restricted areas are set out In ( 20.104 
of 10 CFR Part 20. 


The petitioners also requested that the 
Commission Institute hearings to deter¬ 
mine the "as low as practicable" extent 
to which the exposures can be main¬ 
tained below the new regulations pro¬ 
posed by the petitioners. The petitioners 
stated that the objective of their pro¬ 
posal is to reduce the genetic risk asso¬ 
ciated with radiation exposure at the 
occupational exposure level permitted by 
10 CFR Part 20 by a factor of 10 and to 
reduce the somatic risk by a factor of 6. 

Interested persons were invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the petition by De¬ 
cember 29, 1975. In view of the interest 
which has been shown on the subject 
matter of the petition, the Commission 
Ls hereby extending the time for filing 
comments. 

All interested persons who desire to 
submit written comments or suggestions 
concerning the petition for rule making 
should send them to the Division of Rules 
and Records, Office of Administration, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20555 on or before 
February 12.1976. 

A copy of the petition for rule making 
is available for public inspection in the 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 
A copy of the petition may be obtained 
by WTiting the Division of Rulesand Rec¬ 
ords at the above address. 

Dated at Washington. D C. thLs 22nd 
day of December, 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel J. Chilk, 
Secretary of the Commission, 

|FR Doc.75-34922 Filed 12-23-75:10:24 am] 

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON 
WHITE HOUSE FELLOWSHIPS 

NOTICE OF MEETING 

Pursuant to Section 10 of Pub. L. 
92-463, the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, notice is hereby given that a meet¬ 
ing of the President’s Commission on 
White House Fellowships will be held on 
January 23, 1976, in the Civil Service 
Commission Building, 1900 E Street, 
NW., Room 5H09, Washington, D.C. 

This meeting is scheduled to give the 
Commissioners opportunity to evaluate 
and review the Fellowship program. The 
issues to be discussed will include the 
educational program, general program 
evaluation, publicity, Fellowship selec¬ 
tion processes. Job performance by cur¬ 
rent Fellows, endowment fund raising, 
and other Commission matters. 

It has been determined by the Chair¬ 
man of the Civil Service Commission 
that those portions of the meeting, at 
which personnel files, confidential char¬ 
acter references, selection materials, and 
lawyer-client papers must be used, fall 
within the provisions of section 552 
(b)(6) of Title 5 and section 552(b)(5) 
of Title 5. respectively, of the United 
States Code and will, therefore, be closed 
to the public. The balance of the meeting 
will be open to the public. 


Questions about the agenda can be 
directed to (202) 382-4661. 

Bruce H. Hasenkamp, 

Director. 

Determination to Close a Muting or nit 
Resident's Commission on White House 
Fellowships to the Public Under Sttmox 
10(6) or the Federal Advisory Comm 
ter Act, Public Law 92-463 

Subsection (a)(1) and (a)(3) of section io 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act. Pub¬ 
lic Law 92-463. require that each advisor 
committee meeting be open to the public- 
and that minutes and other papers which 
are mode available to or prepared for or bv 
an advisory committee are to be available 
for public Inspection and copying. Howev< r, 
subsection (d) of section 10 provides that 
these requirements shall not apply to any 
advisory committee meeting that is deter- 
mined to be concerned with matters Mated 
in section 552(b) of title 6. United 8tates 
Code. 

The meetings have been closed in previou , 
years because of the use of confidential 
and character references which we believe 
are personnel files exempt from disclosure 
under 6 UBC 552 (b) (6). 

Also, it has been noted by the Office of 
Legal Counsel. Department of Justice, that 
due to the nature of the Commiaalon. it* 
meetings may ordinarily fall within 5 U8C 
552 (b)(6). 

Therefore, it is hereby determined that the 
meetings of the President’s Co mm is s ion on 
White House Fellowships consist of exchange 
of opinions which. If written, would fa’: 
within exemption (6) of section 562 (b) of 
title 5. United States Code, and would con¬ 
stitute a clearly unwarranted Invasion of 
personal privacy. Accordingly, those portion 
of the meeting dealing with confidential flle« 
and character references, to be held on 
January 23, 1976, shall be closed to the pub¬ 
lic and the minutes and other papers of thr 
President’s Commission on White Horn* 
Fellowships pertaining to those portion 
shall not be available for public inspection 
or copying. 

Ho ana r K. Hampton, 

Chairman , 

Civil Scrvicr Commission 
]FR Doc 75-34761 Filed 12-23-76:8:45 am! 


OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL REPRE 
SENTATIVE FOR TRADE NEGOTIA 
TIONS 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR TRADE 
NEGOTIATIONS 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, 5 UB.C. App. I (the Act.'. 
notice is hereby given that a meeting of 
the Advisory Committee for Trade Ne¬ 
gotiations will be held Thursday. Jan¬ 
uary 8. 1976, from 1:30 to 4:45 p.m., in 
room 450 of the Old Executive Office 
Building. Washington. D.C. 

The purpose of tills meeting will be 
to review and discuss the status of. and 
the United States strategy and objec¬ 
tives for, the multilateral trade negotia¬ 
tions currently underway in Geneva. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
the Act, the meeting will not be open to 
the public because information falling 
within the purview of 5 UJ8.C. 652*b> 
(the exceptions to the Freedom of In¬ 
formation Act) will be reviewed and 
discussed. 
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More detailed Information can be ob¬ 
tained by contacting Paul T. O’Day. As¬ 
sistant Special Representative for Trade 
Negotiation*, 1800 G Street, room 725, 
Washington, D.C., 20506. 

Paul T. O’Day. 

Assistant Special Representative 
for Trade Negotiations, 

December 22,1975. 

[FB Doc.75'34816 Filed 12-23-75,8:45 ami 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

l SR-Amex-75-81 

AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGE, INC. 

Order Approving Proposed Rule Change 

December 17, 1975. 

On September 16. 1975. the American 
Stock Exchange. Inc. r Amex”>, 86 Trin¬ 
ity Place. New York. NY 10006. filed 
with the Commission, pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 19(b) (1) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. 78(a)<b)<l>, as 
amended by Pub. L. No. 94-29, section 16 
• June 4, 1975> (the "Act”*, and Rule 
l9b-4 thereunder, copies of a proposed 
role change. Amex amended such filing 
by Amendment No. 1 submitted on No¬ 
vember 17. 1975. 

The proposed rule change is to add 
twenty (20) new option classes to be 
traded on the Amex, thereby expanding 
the Amex options program from forty 
(40) option classes to sixty (60) option 
classes. 

Notice of the proposed rule change to¬ 
gether with the terms of substance of 
the proposed rule change was given by 
publication of a Commission Release 
•Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
11679. September 25, 1975» and by pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register (40 FR 
45879. October 3.1975>. 

As a pre-condition to the Commission's 
approval of the proposed rule change. 
Amex has adopted certain corrective 
measures relating to options trading 
practices and the reporting of options 
transactions by registered traders. Speci¬ 
fically. Amex has adopted a new regula¬ 
tory’ report for the reporting of option 
transactions by registered traders, insti¬ 
tuted a system to spot-check compliance 
by registered traders with reporting re¬ 
quirements. amended its Rule 958 to re¬ 
quire that at least one registered trader 
be present in the trading crowd when a 
customer's order is presented by a floor 
broker for execution, and prepared a 
circular for distribution to all floor mem¬ 
bers concerning these new procedures. 

Accordingly, the Commission finds that 
the proposed rule change is consistent 
with the requirements of the Act and 
the rules and regulations thereunder ap¬ 
plicable to national securities exchanges, 
and, in particular, the requirements of 
Section 6 of the Act and the rules and 
regulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
proposed rule change filed with the Com¬ 
mission on September 16. 1975. as there¬ 


after amended, be. and it hereby is, 
approved. 

For the Commission by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

(seal) George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.75 34692 Filed l2-23-75;8:45 ami 


| SR-CBOE-75-31 

THE CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS 
EXCHANGE. INC. 

Order Approving Proposed Rule Change 

December 17.1975. 

On September 12, 1975. the Chicago 
Board Options Exchange. Inc.. La Salle 
at Jackson. Chicago. Illinois 60604, filed 
with the Commission, pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 19<b> of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (the "Act'), as amended by 
the Securities Acts Amendments of 1975. 
and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, copies of a 
proposed rule change to alter the com¬ 
position of its Board of Directors and 
to adopt various related procedural 
amendments. 

Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the terms of substance of 
the proposed rule change was given by 
publication of a Commission Release 
(Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
34-11675, September 24, 1975) and by 
publication in the Federal Register <40 
FR 14903, September 30.19751. 

The Commission finds that the pro¬ 
posed rule change is consistent with the 
requirements of the Act and the rules 
and regulations thereunder applicable 
to registered national securities ex¬ 
changes. and in particular, the require¬ 
ments of Section 6 and the rules and 
regulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered . pursuant to 
Section 19<b>(2) of the Act. that the 
proposed rule change filed with the Com¬ 
mission on September 12, 1975. be. and 
it hereby is. approved. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

Oeorgk A Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 75 34702 FU«1 12 23 75:8 45 Am] 


[File No. 500-11 

GENERICS CORPORATION OF AMERICA 
Suspension of Trading 

December 17. 1975. 

The common stock of Generics Corpo¬ 
ration of America being traded on the 
American Stock Exchange pursuant to 
provisions of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, the 6 percent convertible sub¬ 
ordinated debentures due July 1983 and 
all other securities of Generics Corpora¬ 
tion of America being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange; 
and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 


suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange Is required 
In the public Interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12<ki 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities on the above 
mentioned exchange and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is sus¬ 
pended. for the period from December 18. 
1975 through December 27.1975. 

By the Coinmsision. 

George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 75-34700 Filed 1223-75:8:45 hftx\ 


| Administrative* Proceeding File No. 3-4740; 

File No. 24C-3585) 

SABER CORP. 

Order Permanently Suspending Exemption 
and Statement of Reasons Therefor 

I 

December 17. 1975. 

Saber Corporation <“Saber’*), 7324— 
36th Avenue, North Minneapolis. Minne¬ 
sota 55427, a Minnesota Corporation, 
filed with the Commlslson on April 11. 
1973. a notification, offering circular and 
supporting exhibits relating to a pro¬ 
posed offering of 500,000 shares of com¬ 
mon stock, 10-cents par value, at 50- 
cents per share, for an aggregate offering 
of $250,000. The purpose of the filing whs 
to obtain an exemption from the regis¬ 
tration requirements of the Securities 
Act of 1933, as amended, pursuant to 
Section 3<b> thereof and Regulation A 
promulgated thereunder. The officers of 
the Issuer acted as underwriters without 
commission. The offering commenced on 
July 5. 1973. and was completed on Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1973. 

II 

On October 7.1975 (notice having been 
given on October 20. 19751. the Commis¬ 
sion temporarily suspended the Regula¬ 
tion A exemption of Saber Corporation, 
stating it had reasonable cause to believe 
that: 

A. The offering circular filed by Saber 
contained untrue statements of material 
facts necessary in order to make the 
statements made, in the light of the cir¬ 
cumstances under which they were made, 
not misleading in the following respects: 

1. The failure to disclose that Saber 
was in default under its contract of pur¬ 
chase for the Breeze Campground; 

2. The failure to disclose that no title 
other than a 10-year lease could be ob¬ 
tained from the State of Minnesota for 
1200 feet of shoreline property; 

3. The failure to disclose the existence 
of a $20,000 loan from the American Na¬ 
tional Bank of St Paul. Minnesota, to 
Saber; and 

4. The filing of an application with the 
Minnesota Department of Health for a 
permit to operate one of its campgrounds. 

B. The terms and conditions of Regu¬ 
lation A have not been met In the follow¬ 
ing respects: The offering circular was 
not amended to disclose the default on 
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the Breeze Campground contract of pur¬ 
chase; and to disclose the $20,000 loan 
to the Issuer. 

C. The offer was made In violation of 
8ectlon 17 of the Securities Act of 1933, 
as amended. 

m 

No hearing having been requested by 
Saber Corporation within thirty days 
after the entry of an order temporarily 
suspending its exemption under Regula¬ 
tion A, the Commission finds that It is 
In the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of investors that the exemption of 
Saber Corporation under Regulation A 
be permanently suspended; 

It is ordered , pursuant to Rule 201(a) 
of the General Rules and Regulations 
under the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption of Saber 
Corporation be, and it hereby is, 
permanently’ suspended. 

By the Commission. 

tsgALl George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

IFR Doc,76-34701 Piled 12-23-76:8:46 am | 


[Release No 34-11038; File No. SR-OCO- 
1076-81 

OPTIONS CLEARING CORPORATION 
Self-Regulatory Organizations 

In the Matter of Proposed Rule 
Change By The Options Clearing Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Pursuant to section 19ib)(i) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 15 
U.6.C. 78s(b) (1). as amended by Pub. L. 
No. 94-29, 16 (June 4. 1975). notice is 
hereby given that on November 3. 1975, 
the above-mentioned self-regulatory 
organization filed with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission a proposed rule 
change as follows: 

Statement of thk Terms op Substance 
of the Proposed Rule Chance 

The proposed Rule 916 and the pro¬ 
posed amendments to Rules 602(c) and 
610 1 J > make it clear that if settlement 
in respect of an exercised option con¬ 
tract is to be made through a corre¬ 
spondent clearing corporation, margin 
and other deposits held by OCC in respect 
of the exercised contract may not be 
withdrawn by the depositing Clearing 
Member until the Clearing Mem¬ 
ber has satisfied its obligations to the 
correspondent clearing corporation on 
the exercise settlement date. If the Clear¬ 
ing Member falls to meet those obliga¬ 
tions and its Exercise Settlement Ac¬ 
count with the correspondent clearing 
corporation Is closed out, proposed Rule 
916 would expressly permit OCC to apply 
such margin and other deposits against 
any loss Incurred by the correspondent 
clearing corporation by reason of the 
closc-out. 

The proposed amendment to Rule 
1106(d) expressely sets forth the proce¬ 
dure which OCC will follow with respect 
to open short positions covered by spe¬ 


cific or escrow deposits In accounts of 
suspended Clearing Members. 

The proposed amendments to Rules 
610<k), 610(1) and 804 clarify ambigu¬ 
ities in the current text of those Rules. 
In addition, the proposed amendment to 
Rule 610(1) would provide a procedure 
for allocating assignments to particular 
short positions covered by specific and 
escrow deposits in cases in which a 
Clearing Member Is suspended and OCC 
is unable to determine the particular 
customer or non-customcr to whom the 
assignment was allocated by the Clear¬ 
ing Member under Rule 804. 

STATEMENT OF BASIS AND PURPOSE 

The basis and purpose of the foregoing 
proposed rule changes are as follows: 

The proposed rule changes filed here¬ 
with ore Intended to clarify the provi¬ 
sions of the Rules of OCC with respect 
to specific and escrow deposits and the 
withdrawal of margin deposited in re¬ 
spect of exercised option contracts. 

Specifically, proposed Rule 916 and 
the proposed amendments to Rule 602 
<c> and 610(J> make it clear that if set¬ 
tlement in respect of an exercised option 
contract is to be made through a corre¬ 
spondent clearing corporation, margin 
and other deposits held by OCC in re¬ 
spect of the exercised contract may not 
be withdrawn by the depositing Clearing 
Member until the Clearing Member has 
satisfied its obligations to the corre¬ 
spondent clearing corporation on the 
exercise settlement date. If the Clearing 
Member fails to meet those obligations 
and its Exercise Settlement Account with 
the correspondent clearing corporation 
is closed out, proposed Rule 916 would 
expressly permit OCC to apply such 
margin and other deposits against any 
loss incurred by the correspondent clear¬ 
ing corporation by reason of the close¬ 
out. 

The proposed amendment to Rule 
1106(d) expressly sets forth the proce¬ 
dure which OCC will follow with respect 
to open short positions covered by spe¬ 
cific or escrow deposits in accounts of 
suspended Clearing Members. 

The proposed amendments to Rules 
610(k), 610(1) and 804 clarify am¬ 
biguities in the current text of those 
Rules. In addition, the proposed amend¬ 
ment to Rule 610(1) would provide a 
procedure for allocating assignments to 
particular short positions covered by 
specific and escrow deposits in cases in 
which a Clearing Member is suspended 
nnd OCC Is unable to determine the 
particular customer or non-customer to 
whom the assignment was allocated by 
the Clearing Member under Rule 804. 

The proposed rule changes filed here¬ 
with would enhance the ability of OCC to 
facilitate the prompt and accurate clear¬ 
ance and settlement of securities trans¬ 
actions and to carry out the purposes of 
Section 17A of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934. as amended, and would serve 
the public interest generally, by clarify¬ 
ing the Rules of OCC with respect to 
specific and escrow deposits and by pro¬ 
viding additional margin protection for 


OCC in the circumstances covered by 
proposed Rule 916 and by the propose ] 
amendment to Rule 610(1). 

Comments were neither solicited nor 
received with respect to the propose ] 
amendments to Rules 602(c), 610(J . 
610<k), 610(1). 804. 916 and 1106(d). 

OCC docs not believe that the proposal 
amendments to Rules 602(c), 610<J\ 
610<k>. 610(1), 804. 916 ancj 1106 d 
would impose any burden on competitlu: 

Within 35 days of the date of publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. or w ithin such longer period <!) os 
the Commission may designate up to 90 
days of such date if it finds such longer 
period to be appropriate and publisher lu 
reasons for so finding or (li) as to which 
the above-mentioned self-regulatory or¬ 
ganization consents, the Commits ion 
Will: 

(A) By order approve such proposed 
rule change, or 

(B) Institute proceedings to deter¬ 
mine whether the proposed rule chant * 
should be disapproved. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views and agreements 
concerning the foregoing. Persons de¬ 
siring to make written submissions 
should file 6 copies thereof with the 
Secretary of the Commission. Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington 
D.C. 20549. Copies of the filing with 
respect to the foregoing and of all written 
submissions will be available for inspec¬ 
tion and copying at the principal ofTice 
of the above-mentioned self-regulator 
organization. All submissions should re¬ 
fer to the file number referenced in the 
caption above and should be submittcc 
within 21 days of the date of this publica¬ 
tion. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

Iseal I George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary 

December 18, 1975. 

Rxitmrr la 

Text or Pxoroso Role Chancjca 
Margins on Exercised Contracts 

Run 602. (a) (No Chang*] 

(b) | No Change | 

<c) A Clearing Member shall be entitle 
to reimbursement of margin deposited tn 
respect of exercised option contracts under 
Rule 001 or this Rule 002 upon presentation 
to the Corporation of Satisfactory evlden 
in such form mi the Corporation may pre¬ 
scribe, of tbs delivery of the under! s 
security and payment in fuU therefor; pro¬ 
vided. however, that If settlement In respt ct 
of an exercised contract la made through the 
facilities of a correspondent clearing cor¬ 
poration pursuant to Rule 913. a Clesrt? g 
Member shall be entitled to reimbursement >f 
margin deposited in respect thereof (tub- 
jeet to the provisions of Rule 916) from and 
after the opening of business of the Cor¬ 
poration on the business day following th? 
date on which settlement is so made. 

(d) (NoChange! 

The amendment is of Rule 002(e) ss pro¬ 
posed to be amended in File No. 8R-OCC- 
1975-4. 
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Deposit of Underlying Security 

rule 810. (a) through (1) (No change] 

(j) Subject to the provisions of Buie Bit, 
n depository receipt or escrow receipt may 
be withdrawn by a Clearing Member be¬ 
tween 10:00 A.M. and 1:00 PM. Central Time 
(11:00 AM. and 2:00 P.M. Eastern Time) 
r .uh business day with authorization by the 
i .rporation so long as the conditions of this 
Chapter |Article 1 VI are met: provided, how¬ 
ever. that the Corporation may continue to 
hold a depository receipt or escrow receipt for 
» reasonable period following the expiration 
date of the option contracts involved In order 
to assure that all obligations arising from 
Hi? assignment of exercise noticks have been 
performed. A Clearing Member requesting 
Mich withdrawal shall submit a withdrawal 
request in such form aa the Corporation 
shall prescribe. 

(k) In the event any short position in a 
call option contract for which a specific de¬ 
posit or an escrow deposit has been made la 
cl<*ed out by a closing purchase transaction 
or transferred to an account of another 
Charing Member, or tn the event that settle¬ 
ment is made in respect of an exercise notice 
aligned to such position, and the depository 
receipt or escrow receipt evidencing such 
deposit has not previously been withdrawn 
tn accordance with subparagraph ( 1) hereof. 
the Clearing Member making such deposit 
nhali promptly request the withdrawal of the 
depository receipt or escrow receipt evidenc¬ 
ing such deposit, but unless and until such 
depository receipt or escrow receipt is with¬ 
drawn , |the failure or suoh Clearing Member 
to request a withdrawal shall not affect the 
right of] the Corporation shall be entitled 
to demand the delivery of the underlying se¬ 
curities upon the assignment of an exercise 
notice tn respect of any option contract of 
the same series and included in a short posi¬ 
tion in the same account as the one for which 
the deposit teas made [In respect of such 
option contract so at any time while it holds 
the depository receipt or escrow receipt |. 

(l) If the assignment of an exercise notice 
|ls assigned] to a |cal! option oontract in¬ 
cluded In a | short position of a Clearing 
Member is allocated to an option contract 
included tn such short position for which 
no specific deposit or escrow deposit has been 
made, no [escrow] such deposit may there¬ 
after be made In respect of such contract. If 
the assignment is allocated to an option con¬ 
tract for which a specific deposit or escrow 
deposit has previously been made. ]an escrow 
deposit shall previously have been made in 
rmpect of such contract and the deposited 
rccuriUea ore to be delivered pursuant to 
such assignment,] the Clearing Member shall 
|be obliged to] deposit with the Corporation, 
no later than 9:00 A M, Central Time (10:00 

Eastern Time) on th# [second] business 
day following the date of the assignment, 
(day when the exercise notice was assigned |. 
margin In an amount sufficient to permit 
the withdrawal of the depository receipt or 
escrow receipt filed In respect of such con¬ 
tract, and shall promptly thereafter effect 
such withdrawal. In the event the Clearing 
Member fails to deposit margin tn accordance 
with the preceding sentence, and Is there¬ 
after suspended by the Corporation, the 
corporation shall be entitled to presume 
that the assignment was allocated to an 
option contract for which no specific deposit 
or escrow deposit had been made, unless the 
Corporation has notice to the contrary and 
has been advised of the type of deposit 
{specific or escrow ) made fn respect of the 
option contract to which the assignment was 
allocated, and , (n the case of escrow deposits, 
the serial number of the escrow receipt or 
the identity of the customer. // the assign¬ 
ment was for a number of contracts exceed¬ 
ing the number of contracts included in the 


short petition to which the exercise notice 
was assigned for which no specific or escrow 
deposit had been made, the Corporation shall 
be entitled (unless the Corporation has no¬ 
tice that the assignment has been allocated 
to particular option contracts, identified as 
to type of deposit, and, in the case of escrow 
deposits, by the serial number of the escrow 
receipt or the identity of the customer) to 
allocate such assignment . to the extent of 
such excess, to particular option contracts 
for which specific deposits and escrow de¬ 
posits have been made. Such allocation shall 
be made by random selection or another al¬ 
location method which the Corporation 
deems fair and equitable in the circum¬ 
stances. (respect of such contract computed 
In accordance with Rule 602. When such 
margin is deposited, the Corporation will re¬ 
lease and return the escrow receipt previously 
filed in respect of such contract.] 

Assignment of Exercise Sotices to Customers 

Rule 804 Each Clearing Member shall 
establish fixed procedures for the allocation 
of exercise notices assigned in respect of (a) 
short positions in the Clearing Member's 
(customers'] accounts to specific option con¬ 
tracts included In such short positions . The 
allocation shall be on a '‘first In, first out - * 
basis, on a basis of random selection, or 
another allocation method that Is fair and 
equitable to the persons for whom such ac¬ 
counts are maintained [Clearing Member's 
customers] and consistent with Exchange 
Rules. 

Default by Clearing Member 

Rule 916. Anything else in these Buies to 
the contrary notwithstanding, if a cor¬ 
respondent clearing corporation shall notify 
the Corporation that a Clearing Member has 
defaulted in the performance of its obliga¬ 
tion to the correspondent clearing corpora¬ 
tion, the Clearing Member shall wot, until 
the Corporation is notified by the corre¬ 
spondent clearing corporation that the de¬ 
fault has been cured, be entitled to withdraw 
from the Corporation any margin or any 
depository or escrow receipts held by the 
Corporation in respect of exercised call option 
contracts for nrftic/i settlement was made 
through the correspondent clearing corpo¬ 
ration on the date of the default. If, following 
any such default, the correspondent clearing 
corporation shall close out the positions in 
the •Clearing Members Exercise Settlement 
Account, the Corporation shall be entitled 
to obtain delivery of any securities held pur¬ 
suant to any such depository or escrow re¬ 
ceipts, to sell the securities so obtained, and 
to apply the net proceeds of such sale, to¬ 
gether with any margin held in respect of 
such exercised call option contracts, against 
the Clearing Member’s obligations to the 
correspondent clearing corporation. If the 
sum of such proceeds and such margin shall 
exceed the amount of the Clearing Member's 
obligations to the correspondent clearing 
corporation, the excess shall be credited to 
the account of the Clearing Member with the 
Corporation; provided, however, that if the 
Clearing Member shall hare been suspended 
by the Corporation, the excess shall be. 
credited to the Liquidating Settlement Ac¬ 
count established for the Clearing Member 
pursuant to Bulc 1104. 

Open Positions 

Rule 1106. (a) through (c) (No change] 

(d) Short Positions. (Add at end of Rule] 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, open short 
positions in respect of which specific or 
escrow deposits have been made shall be 
maintained by the Corporation. The Corpora¬ 
tion shall promptly use its best efforts to 
identify each person having such a short 
position, to transfer each such short position 
and the Interest of the suspended Clearing 


Member In the specific or escrow deposit 
made in respect thereof to another Clearing 
Member, and to notify each such person of 
such transfer. If, prior to such transfer, any 
such short position shall expire, tho Cor¬ 
poration shall, subject to the provisions of 
Rule 61CMJ). release any depository receipt 
or escrow receipt held by the Corporation In 
respect thereof to the suspended Clearing 
Member or Its representative. If. prior to such 
transfer, an exercise notice shall be assigned 
to any such short position, the Corporation 
shall obtain delivery of the underlying se¬ 
curities required to be delivered pursuant 
thereto from the custodian of such securities, 
and shall make delivery thereof to the exer¬ 
cising Clearing Member for the account of 
the suspended Clearing Member. If Use as¬ 
signment Is for a number of contracts which 
is less than the number of contracts Included 
in such short position, the Corporation shall 
allocate the assignment to particular con¬ 
tracts by random selection or another alloca¬ 
tion method which the Corporation deems 
fair and equitable in the circumstances. 

If. prior to such transfer, the suspended 
Clearing Member or Its representative shall 
Instruct the Corporation to close any such 
short position and shall furnish suoh security 
as the Corporation may require to secure 
payment of the premium for the closing pur¬ 
chase transaction, the Corporation shall 
cause such short position to be closed, and 
any depository receipt or escrow receipt held 
by the Corporation In respect thereof shall 
be released by the Corporation to the sus¬ 
pended Clearing Member or Its representa¬ 
tive. The Corporation may. in its discretion, 
postpone acceptance of any close-out instruc¬ 
tion tendered for the account of a suspended 
Clearing Member pending receipt of satis¬ 
factory evidence of the authority of the per¬ 
son tendering such instruction. 

[PR Doc.75-34854 Piled f 2-23-76:8:45 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration of Disaster Loon Area #1201] 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

The City of Marlborough in Middlesex 
County, Massachusetts, constitute a dis¬ 
aster area because of damage resulting 
from a Are on December 7. 1975. Eligible 
persons. Arms and organizations may Ale 
applications for loans for physical dam¬ 
age until the close of business on Febru¬ 
ary 13, 1976, and for economic injury 
until the close of business on September 
15. 1976. at: 

8 mall Butt Incss Administration. District Of¬ 
fice. 160 Causeway Street. Boston. Massa¬ 
chusetts 02114. 

or other locally announced locations. 

Dated: December 15. 1975. 

- Louis F. Laun. 

Acting Administrator . 

|FR Doc 75-34698 Plied 12-23-75:8:45 am| 


[Declaration of Disaster Loan Ares dr 1190) 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

Buncombe, and adjacent counties 
within the State of North Carolina con¬ 
stitute a disaster area because of damage 
resulting from flash Hooding and heavy 
rains which occurred September 23,1975. 
Eligible persons. Arms and organizations 
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may flic applications for loans for phys¬ 
ical damage until tin? close of business on 
February 13. 1976, and for economic In¬ 
jury until the close of business on Sep¬ 
tember 15, 1976, at: 

Small Burine* Administration. District 
Office. 230 South Tryon Street, Suite 700. 
Charlotte. North Carolina 28202 

or other locally announced locations. 
Dated: December 15, 1975. 

Lons F. Laun. 
Acting Administrator . 
|KR Doc.75-34694 Filed l2-23-75;8;45 am] 


(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area £1199) 

OKLAHOMA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion 1 And that Latimer, Tulsa, and ad¬ 
jacent counties within the State of Okla¬ 
homa constitute a disaster area because 
of damage resulting from severe storms 
and tornadoes occurring on December 5. 
1975. Eligible persons, firms and organi¬ 
zations may file applications for loam for 
physical damage until the close of busi¬ 
ness on February 9. 1976. and for eco¬ 
nomic Injury until the close of business 
on September 13, 1974. at: 

Small Buslnes* Administration. District 
Office. 60 Ponn Place, Suite 840. Oklahoma 
City. Oklahoma 73118. 

or other locally announced locations. 

Dated: December 15, 1975. 

Louis F. Laun. 
Acting Administrator. 

(FR Doc.76 34695 Piled 12 23 75.8:45 am] 


(Application No. 06/06-5109) 

S. C. OPPORTUNITIES, INC. 

Application for License as a Small 
Business Investment Company 

An application for a license to operate 
as a small business Investment company 
under the provisions of Section 301(d) 
of the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958. as amended (15 UB.C. 661 et scq.) 
has been filed by 8. C. Opportunities. Inc. 
(Applicant), with the Small Bus iness 
Administration pursuant to 13 CFR 
107.102 (1975). 

The officers and directors of the appli¬ 
cant are as follows: 

Raymond R. Kubiy. Jr., 621 14th Avenue. 
Monroe. Wisconsin 63566, President, Treas¬ 
urer. Director. 

Robert J. Soderholm. 2036 26th 8treet, Mon¬ 
roe. Wlaconaln 53666. Vice President, Di¬ 
rector. 

Robert L. Ablemnn, 1916 25th Street. Monroe, 
Wisconsin 63666. Vice President. Secretary, 
Oeneral Manager. Director. 

Michael C. Kubiy. 2727 Hackett Avenue, Mil¬ 
waukee, Wlaoonoln 63211. Director. 

The applicant will maintain its prin¬ 
cipal place of business at 1112 8evcnth 
Street, Monroe. Wisconsin 53566. 

It will begin operations with $300,000 
of private capital derived from the sale 
of 300 share sof common stock of which 
40 percent has been purchased by Ray¬ 


mond R. Kubiy. Jr., another 40 percent 
acquired by Michael C. Kubiy, and the 
remaining shares purchased by Messrs. 
Robert J. Soderholm and Robert L. Able- 
man. each acquiring 10 percent of ap¬ 
plicant’s stock. 

Messrs. Raymond R. and Michael C. 
Kubiy are principal beneficial owners of 
Swiss Colony Stores, Inc., franchisor of 
8wlss Colony retail stores engaged In 
merchandising cheeses, sausages, pas¬ 
tries and gifts. 

Although the applicant is primarily 
interested in financing small business 
concerns that have obtained or will ob¬ 
tain Swiss Colony franchises, any small 
business with or without such a fran¬ 
chise, Is eligible for assistance from the 
applicant. 

As a small business investment com¬ 
pany under Section 301(d) of the Act. 
the applicant has been organized and 
chartered solely for the purpose of per¬ 
forming the functions and conducting 
the activities contemplated under the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958. 
as amended from time to time, and will 
provide assistance solely to small busi¬ 
ness concerns which will contribute to 
a well-balanced national economy by 
facilitating ownership in such concerns 
by persons whose participation in the 
free enterprise system is hampered by 
social or economic disadvantages. 

Matters Involved in SBA's considera¬ 
tion of the applicant Include the general 
business reputation and character of the 
proposed owner and management and the 
probability of successful operation of the 
applicant under their management, in¬ 
cluding adequate profitability and finan¬ 
cial soundness. In accordance with the 
Small Business Investment Act and the 
SBA Rules and Regulations. 

Auy person may, not later than Janu¬ 
ary 8. 1975. submit to SBA written com¬ 
ments on the proposed applicant. Any 
such communication should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Deputy Associate Admin¬ 
istrator for Investment, Small Business 
Administration. 1441 L Street. N.W.. 
Washington. D.C. 20416. 

A copy of this notice shall be published 
In a newspaper of general circulation in 
Monroe, Wisconsin. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic AbMaiance Pro¬ 
gram Number 69.01), Small Bualncs* In¬ 
vestment Companies) 

Dated: December 16, 1975. 

James Thomas Phelan. 

Deputy Associate Administrator 
Jot Investment . 

(FR Doc.76-34696 Plied 12-23-76;8 45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 

CONSTRUCTION SAFETY & HEALTH 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Construction Safety 
& Health, established under section 107 
(e)(1) of the Contract Work Hours k 
Safety Standards Act (40 U.6.C. 333) 


and section 7(b) of the Williama-Steiger 
Occupational Safety k Health Act of 
1970 (29 UB.C. 655>, will meet on 
Wednesday. January 21 and Thursday. 
January 22. 1976. starting at 9:00 am. 
In Room N-3437 A-D, New Deportment 
of Labor Building. 200 Constitution Ave¬ 
nue, N.W.. Washington, D.C. The meet¬ 
ing is open to the public. 

The Committee will dLscuss revision* 
to the asbestos rules with 08HA health 
standards and construction standards 
personnel with reference to alternative 
administrative and engineering control* 
medical surveillance, and medical and 
monitoring record procedures, as well as 
other problems of application and re¬ 
sponsibility. 

On October 9, 1975. the Occupation 3 
Safety and Health Administraten 
tOSHA) published a proposal in the Fkd- 
eral Register (40 FR 47652) which 
would amend the existing rules on oc- 
cunatlonal exposure to asbestos. 

Following Is the statement with refer¬ 
ence to construction which was publish ed 
with the proposed asbestos revisions: 

A. Scope and Application. The stand¬ 
ard. as revised, would continue to apply 
to all workplaces where occupation: l 
exposure to asbestos is present, but would 
exclude the construction industry. 

“It is OSHA’s intention to develop an cl 
propose a separate revision to the exl>i 
ing asbestos standard for the construi - 
Uon industry. Approximately three- 
fourths of all asbestos products in 1972 
were used in the construction Industry 
In addition, the uniqueness of the con¬ 
struction industry itself <viz.. the mul¬ 
tiplicity of non-fixed workplaces, and 
the utilization of highly transient work¬ 
forces) strongly suggests separate treat 
ment. These structural differences w ere 
reflected In the 17-18 September 1975 
deliberations of the OSHA Advisor; 
Committee on Construction Safety and 
Health. 

“Although OSHA believes that hoaldi 
hazards faced by employee* in the con¬ 
struction industry with regard to occu¬ 
pational exposure to asbestos are similar 
to those faced by their counterparts in 
other covered employments, OSHA re - 
agnizes that alternative administrative 
and engineering controls may be more 
appropriate and feasible for the con¬ 
struction industry. Therefore, OSHA in¬ 
tends to consult with the Construct! i 
Advisory Committee in order to further 
explore such alternatives. Upon public 
tion of the proposal to rcvLse the exist !j ; 
asbestos standard for the construct! i 
Industry. OSHA will consider the posM 
bility of consolidated hearings on Uir t 
proposal and the proposal contain* ! 
herein for all other covered employmen 

“OSHA is anvare that certain prov!- 
sions of this proposal, such as medley i 
surveillance and the extended retention 
period for medical and monitoring rec¬ 
ords. may pose special problems to some 
employers, especially those who have 
small numbers of employees, operate 
with noa-flxed places of employment or 
use workforces which are highly tran¬ 
sient In nature. This awareness has been 
expressed by the Department of Labor 
in a statement submitted to the House 
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Subcommittee on Environmental Prob¬ 
lems Affecting Small Business of 26 June 
1975 . as follows: 

It has become increasingly evident 
that the combined body of Federal regu¬ 
lations imposes a substantial, and to 
fome extent, unnecessary burden upon 
employers* particularly those who run 
gfti pdi businesses. While most of these re¬ 
quirements serve a necessary and useful 
purpose a definite potential exists for 
duplication* conflicting standards, and 
inappropriate recordkeeping require¬ 
ments. In an effort to eliminate problems 
where any exist in the Department of 
Labor, I have requested my agency heads 
to assess the small business Impact of 
the laws they administer and determine 
what can be done to ease the burden 
cm the small employer, while still assur¬ 
ing compliance with the law. 

Although it is clear that OSHA *5 first 
and prime responsibility is to assure em¬ 
ployees safe and healthful places of 
employment, the Act and its legislative 
history recognize that economic and 
technological feasibility* are legitimate 
factors to be considered in the setting 
of occupational safety and health stand¬ 
ards. 

In addition, the Act explicitly takes 
cognizance of its impact upon affected 
small business, specifically with respect 
to any recordkeeping requirements which 
are imposed. Pursuant to section 8<d> 
of the Act. OSHA is exploring methods of 
reducing* to the maximum extent pos¬ 
sible, the administrative and economic 
burdens of the proposal’s various infor¬ 
mation gathering requirements. 

While the proposal does not address 
u elf to specific alternatives, OSHA in¬ 
vites comments concerning options 
which would both provide full protection 
to affected employees and at the same 
time would minimize the administrative 
and economic burden on affected em- 
ployers-especially those with small num¬ 
bers of employees, non-fixed workplaces, 
or highly transient workforces.” 

In addition the Roll Over Protective 
Si natures Subgroup will submit a 
progress report on their meeting- 

persons wishing to orally address the 
group at the meeting should submit a 
written request to be heard to the Com¬ 
mittee Management Officer no later than 
January 13, 1976. The request roust 
contain a short summary of the intended 
presentation and an estimate of the 
amount of time that will be needed. Such 
participation will be at the discretion of 
the chairman, time permitting. 

Written data, views, or arguments 
concerning the subjects to be considered 
may be filed, together with 20 copies 
thereof* with the Commitee Management 
Officer by January 13, 1976. Such sub¬ 
missions may also be filed with the Com¬ 
mittee Management Officer at the meet¬ 
ing. Any such submissions will be pro¬ 
vided to the members of the group and 
win be included In the record of the 
meeting. 

Communications may be mailed to: 

Jay Amoldus. Committee Management 

Office. Department of Labor. Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Administra¬ 


tion, 200 Constitution Avenue. NW., 
Rra N-3633. Washington. D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. DC. this 19th 
day of December. 1975. 

Moktox Corn, 

Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

(FR Doc.75-34710 riled 12-23-78:8:45 am] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Office of Hearings 

(Notice No. 038) 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

December 22, 1975. 
Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the Issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
Interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they arc notified 
of cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings In which they arc Interested. 

AB 2 Sub-5. LouUvlll* And KaahrUl« Rail¬ 
road Co. Abandonment Between Colesburg 
and Hohetiwald, In Dickson, Hlchnutn and 
Lewis Counties. Tenne sse e, now aaslgned 
January 14. 1978. at Nashville, Tennessee. 
wUl be held In Room A-781. Federal Court¬ 
house Bldg. Annex, 8th and Broad Street. 
MC 127834 Sub-107, Cherokee Hauling Sc 
Rigging. Inc., now assigned January 19. 
1976. at Memphis, Tennessee, will be held 
in Room 978 Federal Bldg., 187 North Maui 
Street. 

MC 113406 Sub-70, Gregory Heavy Haulers. 
Inc., now assigned January 20. 1978. at 
Memphis, Tennessee. wUl be held in Room 
078 Federal BuUdlng. 187 North Main 
Street. 

MC 100688 Sub-299, Melton Truck Lines, Inc., 
now assigned January 21,1976, at Memphis, 
Tennessee, will be held in Room 978 Fed¬ 
eral Building. 167 North Main Street. 

MC 2900 Sub 287. Ryder Truck Lines. Inc, 
and MC 115641 8ub 493. Colonial Ref rig. 
erated Transportation. Inc, now being as¬ 
signed February 19, 1976 ( 2 days), at Buf¬ 
falo, N.Y.; in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 134401 Sub tl, Sherwood W Hume. DBA 
Hume Equipment Company, now being as¬ 
signed February 23, 1976 <2 days), at Buf¬ 
falo. N.Y.: in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 123744 Sub 20. Butler Trucking Company, 
now being assigned February 26. 1976 (3 
days), at Buffalo, N.Y.; in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

W-C-25, Waxier Towing Company. Incor¬ 
porated—Investigation and Revocation of 
Certificate, now assigned January 22. 1976, 
at Memphis, Tennessee, will be held In 
Room 978. Federal Building. 167 North 
Main Street. 

W-C-26. A. A O. Barge Line. Inc.—Investi¬ 
gation And Revocation of Certificates, now 
assigned January 22. 1976, at Memphis. 
Tennessee, will be held In Room 978. Fed¬ 
eral Building. 167 North Main Street. 
W-C-23. KgW Towing Company. Inc.—In¬ 
vestigation And Revocation of Certificates, 
now assigned January 22, 1976. at Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee, will be held In Room 978, 
Federal Building. 167 North Main Street. 


W-C 27, Igert—Investigation And Revoca¬ 
tion of Certificate, now assigned January 
22. 1976, at Memphis, Tennessee, win be 
held in Room 978. Federal Building, 167 
North Main Street. 

MC 141909, MC Clenton Transportation Corp.. 
now assigned January 19. 1976, Kansan 
City. Mo_ will be held in Room 609, Fed¬ 
eral Office BuUdlng, 911 Walnut Streest. 

MC 141112. Burwell Ray Gallop, d b a. Gallop 
Bus Unet. now assigned January 26. 1976. 
at Norfolk. Va., will be held on Third 
Floor, Fust Office and Court House. 600 
Cranby Street. 

MC 134142 Sub 9. Brown Refrigerated Express. 
Inc., now assigned January 16. 1976, at 
Kansas City. Mo., will be held in Room 
809 Federal Office BuUdlng. 911 Walnut 
Street. 

MC 118202 Sub 90. Schultz Transit. Inc., now 
assigned January 13. 1976. at St Paul, 
Minn., la postponed Indefinitely. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.75-34729 Filed 12-23-75:8 46 am | 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

DecTMB** 19. 1975. 

An application, as summarized below, 
has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 40 of the general rules of practice 
<49 CFR 1100.40) and filed on or before 
January* 8, 1976. 

PSA No. 43093— Beet or Cane Sugar 
from points in Arizona and California. 
Filed by Trans-Continental Freight 
Bureau Agent <No. 497)* for Interested 
rail carriers. Rates on sugar, beet or 
cane, dry, in bulk, in carloads, as de¬ 
scribed in the application, from points in 
Arizona and California, to points In 
Illinois. Iowa. Minnesota. Missouri. Okla¬ 
homa. Texas, and Wisconsin. 

Grounds for relief—Returned ship¬ 
ments and rate relationship. 

Tariff—Supplement 21 to Trans-Con¬ 
tinental Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff 
2-M, ICC 1914. Rates are published to 
become effective on January 15. 1976. 

FSA No. 43094 —Insulating Material 
from Fruita . Colorado. Filed by Western 
Trunk Line Committee. Agent. <No. A- 
2721), for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on insulating material, viz.: calcium sili¬ 
cate and fibre combined, in carloads, os 
described in the application, from Fruita. 
Colorado, to points in southern territory. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. short-line distance formula and 
grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 56 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee. Agent, tnriff 
134-R, ICC A-4949. Rates are published 
to become effective on January 25. 1976. 

By the Commission. 

[seal 1 Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-34730 Flleed 12-23-75:8:43 am) 
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[Notice No. #146] 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

December 24, 1975. 

Synopses of orders entered by the 
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to Sections 212(b), 206(a), 211, 
312(b). and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder <49 CFVR. Part 
1132), appear below: 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27. 
1972, contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect 
on the quality of the human environ¬ 
ment resulting from approval of the ap¬ 
plication. As provided in the Commis¬ 
sion ’s Special Rules of Practice any 
interested person may file a petition seek¬ 
ing reconsideration of the following 
numbered proceedings on or before 
January 13, 1976. Pursuant to Section 17 
(8) of the Interstate Commerce Act, the 
filing of 6uch a petition will postpone the 
effective date of the order in that pro¬ 
ceeding pending its disposition. The 
matters relied upon by petitioners must 
be specified in their petitions with par¬ 
ticularity. 

No. MC-FC-76231. By order of De¬ 
cember 18, 1975 the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to New Trucking, 
Inc., Stearns, Kentucky, of Certificate 
No. MC-138614 Sub-1, issued April 26, 
1974, to Prank New. D/B/A New Truck¬ 
ing. Stearns, Kentucky, authorizing the 
transportation of tents and other com¬ 
modities from and to specified points. 
William P. Whitney, Jr. 703 McClure 
Building, Frankfort, Kentucky. Attor¬ 
ney for applicants. 

TsealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75-34731 Filed 12-23-75:8:45 mm] 


[Notice No. 102] 

MOTOR CARRIER. BROKER, WATER CAR¬ 
RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER 
APPLICATIONS 

December 19,1975. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1100.247* of the 
Co mmiss ion’s general rules of practice 
(49 CFR, as amended), published in the 
Federal Register Issue of April 20. 1966, 
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro¬ 
vide. among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of 
the rules of practice which requires that 
it set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 


1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (a* amended) 
can bo obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, DC. 20423. 


statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the spe¬ 
cific portions of Its authority which pro- 
test ant believes to be In conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de¬ 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means— 
by which protestant would use such au¬ 
thority to provide all or part of the serv¬ 
ice proposed), and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not Include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and one (1) 
copy of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative. or applicant if no representa¬ 
tive Is named. If the protest includes a 
request for oral hearing, such requests 
shall meet the requirements of section 
247(d) (4) of the special rules, and shall 
include the certification required therein. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to Its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that It is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or <2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application will be dlsmbssed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or other 
procedures) will be determined generally 
in accordance with the Commission's 
general policy statement concerning 
motor carrier licensing procedures, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
May 3. 1966. This assignment will be by 
Commission order which will be served 
on each party of record. Broadening 
amendments will not be accepted after 
the date of this publication except for 
good cause show n, and restrictive amend¬ 
ments will not be entertained following 
publication in the Federal Register of a 
notice that the proceeding has been 
assigned for oral hearing. 

Evidence respecting how equipment is 
expected to be returned to an origin 
point, as well as other data relating to 
operational feasibility (including the 
need for dead-head operations), must be 
presented as part of an applicant's in¬ 
itial evidentiary presentation (either at 
oral hearing or in its opening verified 
statement under the modified procedure) 
with respect to all applications filed on 
or after December 1, 1973. 

If an applicant states in its initial 
evidentiary presentation that empty or 
partially empty vehicle movements will 
result upon a grant of its application, 
applicant will be expected (1) to specify 
the extent of such empty operations, by 
mileages and the number of vehicles, 
that would be Incurred, and (2) to desig¬ 
nate where such empty vehicle opera¬ 
tions will be conducted. 

Each applicant (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 


No. MC 2368 (Sub-No. 52). filed No- 
vember 21, 1975. Applicant: BRALLfc v. 
WILLETT TANK LINES. INC., 2212 
Deepwater Terminal Road, P.O. Box 495, 
Richmond, Va. 23204. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William T. Marshtmrn 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Animal and vegetable oils 
and animal and vegetable oil product*, 
by-products and blends thereof . in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Illinois, 
Indiana. New York, New Jersey. North 
Carolina. Ohio and Tennessee, to point* 
in North Carolina. 

Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessurr, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington, DC. 

No. MC 2780 < Sub-No. 7). filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: HORNS 
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 2020 Lincoln 
Way East, Chambersburg. Pa. 17201. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John M. Mus- 
selman, 410 North Third Street, Harris¬ 
burg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common, carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives. household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carrier$ of 
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities In bulk, commodities requiring 
special equipment), serving the facility 
of Hadco Products, Inc., located at Han¬ 
over, Pa., as an off-route point in con¬ 
nection with carrier’s presently author¬ 
ized regular route operations, between 
Harrisburg, Pa., and Baltimore. Md.: 
From Harrisburg* over U.S. Highway n 
to Chambersburg, Pa., thence over U.S 
Hlghwray 30 to Gettysburg, Pa , and 
thence over U.S. Highway 140 to Balti¬ 
more, Md., and return over the same 
route. 

Note.—I f a hearing 1# deemed necc^in\ 
the applicant requests It be held at Uarrl - 
burg, Pa m or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 524). filed No¬ 
vember 21. 1975. Applicant: DEALEKS 
TRANSIT, INC.. 2200 E. 170th St. P.O 
Box 361, Lansing. Ill. 60438. Applicant * 
representative: Leonard L. Bennett 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Cranes, parts, attach¬ 
ments and accessories. from the plant- 
site of FMC Corporation, Crane and Ex¬ 
cavator Division, located at or near 
Bowling Green. Ky„ to points in the 
United States (except Alabama, Ale^ka. 
Arizona. Arkansas, California. Florida. 
Georgia, Hawaii, Indiana. Kentucky. 
Michigan, Mississippi, New Mexico. North 
Carolina, Ohio. South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see. Texas, Virginia and West Virginia : 
and (2) materials, equipment and sup¬ 
plies, used or useful, in the manufacture 
of the above named commodities (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk), from points 
in the United States (except those static 
named in (1) above), to the plantsite of 
FMC Corporation, Crane and Excavator 
Division, located at or near Bowling 
Green. Ky. 
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N.nx.—Common control may bo involved. 

H a hearing la deemed necessary, applicant 
request® It bo hold at Louisville. Ky, or 

Chicago, IlL 

No. MC 4810 < Sub-No. 3). fUed Octo- 
bc- 28.1975. Applicant: ROCKY MOUN¬ 
TAIN TRUCKING COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration. P.O Box 2131, Casper, Wyo. 

82 601. Applicant's representative: 
Marion F. Jones. 1600 Lincoln Center, 
1000 Lincoln Street, Denver. Colo. 80203. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Machinery equip- 
merit, materials, and supplies , used in. 
or in connection with, the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 
facturer. processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion. and distribution of natural gas and 
;«*:r oleum. and their products and by¬ 
products. and machinery, equipment. 
materials and supplies used in, or in con¬ 
nection with, the construction, operation, 
repair, servicing, maintenance and dis¬ 
mantling of pipe lines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, except 
the .-stringing and picking up of pipe in 
connection with main or trunk pipe lines, 
between points in North Dakota, Ne¬ 
braska, and those in that part of South 
Dakota west of the Missouri River and on 
and north of U.S. Highway 14. on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mon¬ 
tana, Wyoming, and Colorado. 

Not*.—-T ills application ti» for the purpose 
o( eliminating gateways and permitting a 
ccihiinuaUon of service performed by Appli¬ 
cant via gateways prior to the restriction 
stcainsl such service contained Ln Ex Parte 55 
(Sub-No. 8). Applicant inadvertently ne¬ 
glected to file the required letter ndtlcea. If 
i hearing U deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests it be held at Casper. Wyo.. or Den¬ 
ver, Colo, 

No. MC 19945 (Sub-No. 54>. filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: BEHNKEN 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., Route *13. 
New Athens. Ill. 62264. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Ernest A. Brooks. II, 1301 
Ambassador Bldg.. 8t. Louis, Mo. 63101. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Neat exchang¬ 
ers and equalizers for air. gas or liquids; 
machinery and equipment for heating, 
cooling, conditioning, humidifying, de- 
humidlfying and moving of air. gas, or 
liquids: and (2) parts . materials . equip¬ 
ment and supplies used in the manu¬ 
facture. distribution, installation, or op¬ 
eration of those items named in <1> 
above, (except ln bulk), between points 
In Monroe, Randolph, Perry Counties, 
Ill. and St. Clair County. HI. on and south 
of State Highways 177 and 158, on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points ln 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) restricted to shipments origi¬ 
nating at or destined to the plantslte and 
warehouse facilities of the Singer Com¬ 
pany at Monroe, Randolph, Perry and 
St. Clair Counties. III. 

Nora.—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
St. Louie, Mo. or Washington. D C. 

No. MC 31389 <8ub-No. 208), filed No¬ 
vember 24, 1975. Applicant: MCLEAN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation. 


617 Waughtown Street. Winston-Salem. 
N.C* 27107. Applicants representative: 
David P. Eshelmon. P.O. Box 213. Win¬ 
ston-Salem. N.C. 27102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment >; 
Serving Mansfield. Ga. t as an off-route 
point in conjunction with applicant's re¬ 
gular route operation to and from Atlan¬ 
ta, Ga. 

Nora.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Atlanta, Ga.. or 
Washington, D.C, 

No. MC 42011 <Sub-No. 19). filed No¬ 
vember 12. 1975. Applicant: D. Q. WISE 
& CO.. INC., P.O. Box 15125. Tulsa. Okla. 
74115. Applicant's representative: J. G. 
Dail, Jr.. 1111 E St. NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20004. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Cooling towers and fluid coolers, and 
parts and accessories . for cooling towers 
and fluid coolers; and <2) materials, 
equipment and supplies , used in the 
manufacture, sale and distribution of the 
commodities described in (1) above (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk >. between 
Houston, Tex., and Tulsa, Okla., on the 
one hand, and. on the other points in 
Alabama, Arkansas Colorado Illinois. 
Iowa, Indiana. Kansas, Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana, Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri, 
Mississippi. Montana, Nebraska. New 
Mexico North Dakota. Oklahoma. Ten¬ 
nessee. Texas, Utah, Wisconsin and Wyo¬ 
ming, restricted to shipments originating 
at or destined to the facilities of Ecodync 
Cooling Products Division, at Houston, 
Tex., and Tulsa. Okla. 

Nora.—If a hearing deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Tulsa. Okla. 

No. MC 52858 (Sub-No. H4>. filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: CONVOY 
COMPANY, a Corporation. 3900 North¬ 
west Yeon Avenue. P.O. Box 10185. Port¬ 
land. Oreg. 97210. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Marvin Handler. 100 Pine Street. 
Suite 2550, San Francisco. Calif. 94111. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier . by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Automobiles 
and trucks weighing less than 15.000 
pounds in truckaway service in secondary 
movements, between points in Colorado, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Oklahoma. 

Not*.—C ommon control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Denver. Colo, or Port¬ 
land. Oreg. 

No. MC 56244 (Sub-No. 42), filed Nov, 
24, 1975. Applicant: KUHN TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION COMPANY, INC., PO Box 
98. R. D. #2, Gardners, Pa. 17324. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: John M. Mussel- 
man. P.O. Box 1146, 410 North 

Third 8treet, Harrisburg. Pa. 17108. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Such 


merchandise as is dealt in by retail, 
wholesale, chain grocery and food busi¬ 
ness houses (except commodities in bulk 
and frozen foods >, from the facilities of 
Knouse Foods, Inc., located in Adams and 
Franklin Counties. Pa., to New York, 
N.Y.; Baltimore, Md.; points in Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana. Iowa, Kentucky. Michigan. 
Missouri, Ohio, and points in that 
part of West Virginia on and north of 
U.S. Highway 50, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments originating at the 
above-named facilities and destined to 
the above-described destinations. 

Nora.—If a hearing l* deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Harrisburg. 
Pa. or Washington. D C. 

No. MC 58549 (Sub-No, 21) (Correc¬ 
tion) . filed November 5. 1975. published 
In the Federal Register issue of Decem¬ 
ber 4. 1975, and republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: CLINE MUNDY. 
doing business as GENERAL MOTOR 
LINES. 1534 Granby Street. N.E., P.O. 
Box 5157, Roanoke. Va. 24012. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Jerry D. Benrd 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular and ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (A) over 
regular routes, general commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (I) Between Warm Springs. 
Va. and Monterey. Va.: From Warm 
Springs, Va. over U.S. Highway 220 to 
Monterey. Va. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points: 
(2» Between Warm Springs. Va. and 
MontereyfVa.: From Warm Springs, Va. 
over Virginia Highway 39 to junction 
Secondary Route 600 at or near Moun¬ 
tain Grove. Va., thence over Secondary 
Route 600 to Junction Virginia Highway 
84. thence over Virginia Highway 84 to 
junction U.8. Highway 220 at or near 
Vanderpool, Va.. thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 220 to Monterey. Va. and return 
over the same routes, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: (3) Between the junc¬ 
tion of Virginia Highway 8 and 57 and 
Bassett, Va.: From junction Virginia 
Highways 8 and 57 over Virginia High¬ 
way 57 to Bassett, Va. and return over 
the same route, serving no Intermediate 
points; (4» Between the Junction of Vir¬ 
ginia Highways 8 and 40 and Bassett. 
Va.: From junction Virginia Highways 
8 and 40 over Virginia Highway 40 to 
junction Secondary Route 704, thence 
over Secondary Route 704 to junction 
Virginia Highway 57. thence over Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 57 to Bassett. Va.. and 
return over the some routes, serving no 
intermediate points; (5) Between the 
Junction of Virginia Highway 8 and Sec¬ 
ondary Highway 618 and Bassett. Va.: 
From Junction Virginia Highway 8 and 
Secondary Highway 618 over Secondary 
Highway 618 to Junction Virginia High¬ 
way 57, thence over Virginia Highway 57 
to Bassett. Va. and return over the same 
routes, serving no intermediate points. 

Not*. —Applicant indicates that the au¬ 
thority specified la paragraphs (3), (4) and 
(8) above will be used in connection with IU 
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existing authority !n 8ub-No. ii at Barnett. 
Va. and 8ub-No. 20 at points on Virginia 
Highway 8. 

(B) over irregular routes, general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment!, (l> Between 
Roanoke, Va.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Botetourt County. 
Va.; and (2> Between Roanoke, Va.. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Rockbridge County. Va. on and west 
of a line extending from the Amhcrst- 
Rockbridge County line along U.S. High¬ 
way 60 to its intersection with Virginia 
Highway 39 at or near Lexington, Va., 
thence along Virginia Highway 39 to its 
intersection with Secondary Route 780. 
thence along Secondary Route 780 to its 
intersection with U.8. Highway 60. 
thence along UB. Highway 60 to the 
Rockbridge-Allegany County line, re¬ 
stricted In (2 ) above against service at 
Goshen. Va. 

Nora.—Applicant states that the Irregular 
routh authority sought herein will be tacked 
at Roanoke. Vo. with it* regular route au¬ 
thority'In MC 68549 Sub-No. 11 to provide 
service on general commodities between 
points in Botetourt County. Va. and the des¬ 
ignated area of Rockbridge County, Va. as 
described in (B) (2) above, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points along applicant’s 
regular routes between Roanoke. Va and (a) 
Martinsville, Va.. <b) Lexington. Va.. (c) 
Warm Springs. Vo., (d) Paint Bank. Va.. (e) 
Independence. Va., and several connecting 
routes. A copy of applicant s existing author¬ 
ity in MC 58549 (8ub-No, II) may be viewed 
in this public docket at the omcea of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington. D C. If a hearing in deemed nec¬ 
essary. the applicant requests it be held at 
either Roanoke, Va., or Washington. D C. The 
purpose of this republication is to clarify the 
tacking portion of applicant’s request for au¬ 
thority. 

No. MC 72069 (Sub-No. 7). filed Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1975, published In the Federal 
Register of December 11. 1975, and re¬ 
published this issue. Applicant: BLUE 
HEN LINES, INC., Box 565, Milford. Del. 
19963. Applicant's representative: Ches¬ 
ter A. Zyblut 366 Executive Bldg., 1030 
15th St NW„ Washington. DC. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer and fer - 
tilizer ingredients, in bulk, in dump vehi¬ 
cles, from Hopewell and Norfolk, Va., to 
Laurel, Del., points In Dorchester County. 
Md., and points in Kent County, Del. 

Note.—The purpose of this republloatlon Is 
to Indicate the correct docket number as¬ 
signed to this proceeding. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant does not specify 
a location. 

No. MC 75320 < Sub-No. 184 >. filed Nov. 
24. 1975. Applicant: CAMPBELL SDCTI- 
SIX EXPRESS, INC.. P.O Box 807, 
Springfield, Mo. 65801. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: John A. Crawford, P.O. Box 
22567, Jackson. Miss. 39205. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 


fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment) : Serving the plantslte and facili¬ 
ties of Amoco Chemicals Corporation, 
located at or near Chocolate Bayou (Al¬ 
vin), Tex., as an off-route point in con¬ 
nection with carriers authorized regular- 
route operations. 

Norr—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant request* It be held at Houston. Tex. 

No. MC 103066 (Sub-No. 30),filed No¬ 
vember 20, 1975. Applicant: STONE 
TRUCKING CO.. P.O. Box 2014, Tulsa. 
Okla. 74101. Applicant's representative: 
Eugene D. Anderson. 910 17th St. NW„ 
Suite 428. Washington, D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 except hides, and commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles). from the plant- 
site and storage facilities utilized by 
Swift Fresh Meats Company, at or near 
Cactus (Moore County). Tex., to points 
in California, Mississippi. Alabama, 
Georgia, Florida. Tennessee, North Caro¬ 
lina. South Carolina, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio. Virginia, 
Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, New 
York. Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island. Massachusetts, and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at, and destined to. the named 
points. 

Nora.—If a hearing 1* deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 105045 (Sub-No. 60). filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: R. L. JEF¬ 
FRIES TRUCKING CO,. INC.. P.O. Box 
3277, Evansville, Ind. 47701. Applicant's 
representative: Paul F. Sullivan. 711 
Washington Bldg.. Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Cranes , parts, attachments and acces¬ 
sories, from the plant site and other facil¬ 
ities of FMC Corp., Crane and Excavator 
Division, located at or near Bowling 
Green. Ky,. to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Maine, Mas¬ 
sachusetts. Minnesota, North Carolina, 
New Hampshire. New Jersey. New York, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Ver¬ 
mont and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used or useful in the manufac¬ 
ture of the above-named commodities 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska, Arkansas. California, Colorado, 
Hawaii. Idaho, Montana. New Mexico. 
Oregon. Utah. Washington, and Wyo¬ 
ming). to the plant site of FMC Corp.. 
Crane and Excavator Division, located at 
or near Bowling Green. Ky. 

Nora.—If a hearing la deemed necesnary. 
the applicant request* u be held at Louis¬ 
ville, Ky. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 907). filed No. 
vember 20,1975. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 


ATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Applicant .s 
representative: Alan E. Scrby, 3379 
Peachtree Road, N.E„ 8uite 375, Atlanta. 
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Suc/i 
commodities as are dealt in by wholesale 
and retail food chains and grocery 
houses (except in bulk), from points in 
the United States in and cast of Minne¬ 
sota. Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and Lou¬ 
isiana, to Norfolk. Va.: Atlanta and 
Thomasvlllc, Ga.: Columbia. 8.C.; and 
Raleigh, N.C., and points in their Com¬ 
mercial Zones, restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of traffic originating at the named 
origins and destined to the warehouse or 
other facilities utilized by Colonial 
Stores. Inc., at the named destination*. 

Nora,—If a hearing Is deemed neces^a v, 
applicant request* It be hetd at Atlanta, 0\, 
or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 108119 (Sub-No. 46>. filed 
November 20. 1975. Applicant: E. L. 
MURPHY TRUCKING CO., a Corpora¬ 
tion. 3303 Sibley Memorial Highway, 
P.O. Box 3010. St. Paul. Minn. 55165. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Val M. Higgins. 
1000 First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (D Heat exchangers and 
equalizers, tor air, gas or liquids: ma¬ 
chinery and equipment, for heating, cool¬ 
ing. conditioning, humidifying, dchumio- 
ifying, and moving of air, gas, or liquid 
and (2) parts, materials, equipment, and 
supplies, used in the manufacture, dis¬ 
tribution, installation, or operation of 
those items named in (1) above (except 
in bulk!. between points in Monroe. Ran¬ 
dolph. Perry Counties. Ill., and St. Clair 
County. HI., on and south of State High¬ 
ways 177 and 158, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
to shipments originating at or destined 
to the plantslte and warehouse facilities 
of the Singer Company, at Monroe, Ran¬ 
dolph. Perry and St. Clair Counties, III. 

Nora.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing l* deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* it be held at 8t. Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 108341 (8ub-No. 40). filed No¬ 
vember 26. 1975. Applicant: MOSS 

TRUCKING COMPANY. INC.. P.O. Box 
8409, Charlotte. N.C. 28208. Applicant s 
representative: Morton E. Kiel. Suite 
6193, 5 World Trade Center. New York, 
N.Y. 10048. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Com¬ 
modifies. which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment and 
commodities, which because of size or 
weight do not require the use of speci al 
equipment when transported as part of 
the same shipment with commodities 
which because of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment (1) from the 
facilities of Koppers Company, Inc. at 
or near Baltimore. Glen Arm and Har¬ 
mans. Md., Cranford, N.J., Mausry. Ohio 
and Muncy and York, Pa. and (2) from 
the facilities of van Huff cl Tube Corp at 
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or near Warren* Ohio, to points in 
Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South 
C arolina, Virginia, Alabama, Arkansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri Tennessee, and West Virginia. 

Sutk .—Common control may bo Involved. 
If * hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Washington. DC. 

No. MC 111045 (Sub-No. 126). filed 
November 17, 1975. Applicant: RED¬ 
WING CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 426, 
Tiunpa, Fla. 33601. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: J. Douglas Harris. 1406 Union 
Bank Building. Montgomery, Ala. 36104. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier . by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Cleaning 
compounds . in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points In Dade County. Fla„ on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
In New Jersey, New York and Connecti¬ 
cut. 

Nora.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at Miami. Fla.. 
or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 111274 iSub-No. 7>. filed 
November 12, 1975. Applicant: ELMER 
C. SCHMIDOALL AND BENJAMIN 
O 5CHMIDGALL, doing business as 
SCHMIDOALL TRANSFER, Box 249, 
Tremont, Ill. 61568. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frederick C. Schmidgall 318 
lilac Lane. East Peoria. HI. 61611. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier * by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Fencing and farm 
buddings, and equipment . materials and 
supplies. used or useful in the installa¬ 
tion or erection thereof. (1) from Win¬ 
field, Kans., to points in Illinois. Indiana. 
Ohio, Wisconsin. Iowa. Missouri, Ken¬ 
tucky and Michigan; and (2) from Ken¬ 
ton, Ohio, to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri, Kentucky, 
Michigan and Kansas, under a continu¬ 
ing contract with Morton Buildings. Inc. 

Not*. —If a hearing la deemed ncceasary. 
the applicant requests It be held at cither 
Chicago, I1U or St. Lout*. Mo. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 334). filed 
Nov. 17. 1975. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC.. 2450 Mar¬ 
lon Road SE, Rochester, Minn. 55901. 
Applicant's representative: Michael E. 
Miller, 502 First National Bank Bldg.. 
Fargo. N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Street sweejfing machines, 
and attachments. accessories, and parts . 
for street sweeping machines, from Wake 
Forest, N.C., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Notv. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Atlanta. Gn . 
or Washington, D C. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 427). filed 
Nov. 21. 1975. Applicant: TRANS-COLD 
KXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 5842, Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative: 
Arnold L. Burke, 180 North LaSalle 
Street. Chicago. Ill. 60601. Authority 
ought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Adhesives, tape, cellulose 


film products and dispensers and display 
racks therefor, from Gloucester, Mas&* 
to points in Texas and California. 

Nor*,—Common control may be involved. 
If a bearing U deemed neceesary. applicant 
requests It be held at Boston. Mum 

No. MC 114486 (Sub-No. 33). filed No¬ 
vember 24. 1975. Applicant: AUTREY F. 
JAMES, doing business as. A. F. JAMES 
TRUCK LINE. 107 Leila St. Texarkana, 
Tex. 75501. Applicant's representative: 
Austin L. Hate hell, 1102 Perry Brooks 
Building. Austin, Tex. 78701. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Clay, clay products, 
and fittings therefor, from Texarkana, 
Tex., to points in Alabama, Florida. 
Georgia. Illinois. Iowa, Kentucky. Min¬ 
nesota. North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Virginia, (2) compounds, that are 
manufactured and distributed by clay 
manufacturers, from Texarkana, Tex., to 
points in Alabama, Arizona. Arkansas. 
Florida. Georgia, Illinois, Iowa. Kansas. 
Kentucky. Louisiana. New Mexico, Min¬ 
nesota. Mississippi, Missouri. Nebraska. 
North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee. Texas and Virginia, (3) 
clay and materials and supplies, used in 
the manufacture of compounds pro¬ 
duced and distributed by clay manu¬ 
facturers. from Moundsville and New 
Martinsville. W. Va.. to Texarkana. Tex., 
and (4) silcia sand, from Elco, Ill,, to 
Texarkana, Tex., under a continuing 
contract with W. 8. Dickey Clay Manu¬ 
facturing Co. 

Not*.— ir a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at DaUoa, Tex. 
or Kansas City. Mo. 

No. MC 114608 <Sub-No. 30>, filed 
November 20. 1975. Applicant: CAPITAL 
EXPRESS. INC.. 5635 Clay. Grand 
Rapids. Mich. 49508. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Wilhclmlna Boersma, 1600 
First Federal Building. Detroit. Mich. 
48226. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House- 
hold appliances and parts therefor, when 
moving in the same vehicle, from Colum¬ 
bus and Mansfield. Ohio, to Greenville. 
Muskegon. Grand Rapids and Holland, 
Mich., under contract with Gibson Prod¬ 
ucts Corporation. 

Non.—Common control may bo Involved. 
If a bearing Is doomed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requeftts It be held at either Lansing or 
Detroit, Mich., or Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 115496 (Sub-No. 37). < Amend¬ 
ment ). filed September 22, 1975. pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
October 16. 1975. and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: LUMBER 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box Ill. Coch¬ 
ran, Ga. 31014. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Virgil H. Smith. 1587 Phoenix Bou¬ 
levard, Suite 12, Atlanta, Ga. 30349. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, from the 
facilities of Union Camp Corporation, 
located at Folks ton, Higgston and Mcl- 
drim. Ga.. to points in Alabama. Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carollni, 


Virginia. West Virginia, and Shelby 
County. Tenn, 

Non.—The purpose of this republlcotlon 
la to Indicate the additional request for serv¬ 
ice to points In Weal Virginia. 

No. MC 115496 < Sub-No. 39). filed No¬ 
vember 14, 1975. Applicant: LUMBER 
TRANSPORT, INC.. P.O. Box 111, 
Cochran. Ga. 31014. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Virgil H Smith, 1587 Phoenix 
Boulevard, Suite 12, Atlanta. Ga. 30349. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber , from the 
facilities of Wood Products Division of 
Georgia Kraft Company, at or near 
Greenville (Meriwether County). Ga., to 
points In ALabama. Delaware. Indiana. 
Maryland. Mississippi. Ohio, Pennsylva¬ 
nia. New Jersey. North Carolina. South 
Carolina, Virginia. West Virginia, and 
points In Shelby County, Tenn. 

Notl—I f a hearing is deemed Decenary, 
applicant request* It be held at either Atlanta 
or Columbus. Ga 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 18> (Clarifi¬ 
cation). filed August 6, 1975. published 
in the Federal Register issue of Au¬ 
gust 28. 1975, and republished as clari¬ 
fied this issue. Applicant: ECK MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION. 
2015 Alsop Lane, P.O. Box 1379. Owens¬ 
boro, Ky. 42301. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: John P. Kane (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to opemte 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except commodities in 
bulk. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, and articles of unusual value). be¬ 
tween points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky and Tennessee, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic having a prior or 
subsequent movement by rail or water 
carrier. 

Not*.—T he ptirpooe of this republication 
U to clarify the request for authority by 
more appropriately wording the proposed re¬ 
striction. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
tho applicant requests It be held at either 
X*xington or Louisville. Ky.. or Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 119726 (Sub-No. 65), filed No¬ 
vember 7, 1975. Applicant: N. A. B. 
TRUCKING CO.. INC.. 3220 Bluff Road. 
P.O. Box 21066, Indianapolis. Ind. 46217. 
Applicant's representative: James L 
Beattey, 130 East Washington Street— 
Suite 1000, Indianapolis. Ind. 46204. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cartons, other than 
corrugated, from the facilities of the 
Weyerhaeuser Company located at or 
near Seymour. Ind., to points in Ohio. 
New York, and Pennsylvania. 

Not*-—I f a hearing la deemed necea^ary. 
the applicant request* It be held at Indian- 
spoil*. Ind.. or Chicago. III. 

No. MC 119726 (Sub-No. 66>, filed No¬ 
vember 7. 1975. Applicant: N. A. B. 
TRUCKING CO , INC., 3220 Bluff Road. 
P.O. Box 21006. Indianapolis. Ind. 46217. 
Applicant’s representative: James L. 
Beattey. 130 East Washington Street— 
Suite 1000. Indianapolis. Ind. 46202. Au- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOi. 40, NO. 248—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24. 1975 






59508 


NOTICES 


thorHy sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Corrugated car- 
tons, from the facilities of the Weyer¬ 
haeuser Company located at or near 
Omaha. Ncbr.. to Logamport. Inct 

Not*.—I f * hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it he held at Indian¬ 
apolis. Ind.. or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 119774 <Sub-No. 86>, filed 
November 21. 1975. Applicant: EAGLE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation. 
301 East Maine Street. P.O. Box 471, Dll- 
gorc, Tex. 75062. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bernard H. English. 6270 Firth 
Road. Fort Worth. Tex. 76116. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Plastic pipe, plastic con¬ 
duit. plastic and iron fittings and con¬ 
nections, valves, hydrants, and gaskets 
and related commodities used in the in¬ 
stallation of plastic pipe and plastic con¬ 
duit, (except commodities as described 
in Mercer Extension-Oilfield Commodi¬ 
ties. 74 M. C.C. 459 . from Columbia, Mo., 
to points in tile United States in and 
east of Colorado. Montana, New Mexico, 
and Wyoming, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at the plant site and storage fa¬ 
cilities of the Clow Corporation at or 
near Columbia. Mo. 

Not*.—I f * hearing la deemed ncceanary. 
tho applicant request* it be held at either 
Dal la*. Tex. or Chicago. III. 

No. MC 121449 (Sub-No. 2). filed 
November 17. 1975. Applicant: CARGO 
CARRIERS. INC.. 2903 Lynwood Road. 
Lynwood, Calif. 90262. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Joan L. Sickles (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wine, malt beverages and brandy, be¬ 
tween points in California and points in 
Alabama, Arizona. Arkansas, Californio. 
Colorado. Connecticut, Delaware, Flor¬ 
ida. Georgia. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana. Maine. 
Maryland. Massachusetts, Michigan. 
Minnesota. Mississippi. Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska. Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Car¬ 
olina, South Dakota, Tennessee. Texas. 
Utah, Vermont. Virginia, West Virginia. 
Wisconsin, Wyoming and the District of 
Columbia, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Parrott & Co. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either San 
Francisco or Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 124070 (Sub-No. 33>, filed No¬ 
vember 21. 1975. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
HAULERS. INC., 7300 College Drive. 
Palos Heights. Ill. 60463. Applicant’s 
representative: Chester A. Zyblut, 366 
Executive Building. 1030 Fifteenth St., 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, from 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Economics Laboratory, Inc., located at 


Joliet, HI., to points in the United States, 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not*.—I f * hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
HI. 

No. MC 124887 (Sub-No. 16). filed Sep¬ 
tember 15, 1975. Applicant: 3HELTON 
TRUCKING SERVICE. INC., Route 1, 
Box 230, Altha, Fla. 32421. Applicant’s 
representative: Sol H. Proctor, 1107 
Blackstone Building. Jacksonville. Fla. 
32202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Waste 
paper, from points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Florida, Mississippi, North Carolina. 
South Carolina, Tennessee and Virginia, 
to Montgomery. Ala., and Cedar Springs 
and Savannah. Ga. 

Nor*.—If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Jacksonville or Tallahassee, Fla. 

No. MC 124887 (Sub-No. 19>. filed No¬ 
vember 12. 1975. Applicant: SHELTON 
TRUCKING SERVICE. INC.. Route 1. 
Box 230. AlUia, Fla, 32421. Applicant’s 
representative: Sol H. Proctor. 1107 
Blackstone Building. Jacksonville. Fla. 
32202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Gypsum 
products and commodities used in con¬ 
nection with the distribution and instal¬ 
lation of gypsum products, when mov¬ 
ing in the same vehicle, and at the same 
time as gypsum products, from Savan¬ 
nah, Ga., to points in Florida. 

Not*.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Jackson¬ 
ville. Fla., Atlanta, Ga, or Washington. D.G. 

No. MC 124964 (Sub-No. 25), filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: JOSEPH M. 
BOOTH, doing business as, J. M. BOOTH 
TRUCKING. P.O. Box 907, Eustls, Fla. 
32726. Applicant’s representative: 69 
Tonnele Avenue. Jersey. City. N07306. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Bakery 
goods and potato chips, from Bridgeport. 
Conn., to Hialeah. Flo. 

Nor*.—Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC 117934 Sub-No. 1, therefore 
dual operations may be Involved. If a hear¬ 
ing Is deemed necessary. applicant requests 
it be held at New York, N.Y. or Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 125023 (Sub-No. 33>, filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: 8IGMA-4 
EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 9117, Erie, Pa. 
16504. Applicant's representative: Paul 
P. Sullivan, 711 Washington Bldg., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
bought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1 > Malt beverages, in con¬ 
tainers, and related advertising material, 
moving therewith, (a) from Monroe. 
Wls.. to points in Massachusetts. Mary¬ 
land, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and the District of Columbia; (b> 
from Chicago, Ill., to points in Maryland; 
and (c> from Utica. N.Y., to points in 
Kentucky. Illinois, Indiana. Michigan. 
Ohio, and Wisconsin: and <2) empty 


used malt beverage containers In the re¬ 
verse direction. 

Not*. —If a hearing la deemed neccas&r 
applicant requests it be held at PUtabim* 
Pa. 

No. MC 125681 (Sub-No. 4>. filed No¬ 
vember 25, 1975. Applicant: MATE¬ 
RIALS TRANSPORT. INC., 6th & Frank - 
iin Streets, Tell City. IncL 47586. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Walter F. Jone . 
Jr„ 601 Chamber of Commerce Buildlm: 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier by 
motor vehicle, over Irregular route 
transporting: Crushed stone , sand, gratri 
and agricultural limestone, from Pern. 
Crawford, Dubois. Spencer. Warrick, 
Vanderburgh. Posey and Gibson Coun¬ 
ties. Ind., to Lawrence, Richland. Clay. 
Wabash. Edwards, Wayne, Jefferson 
Hamilton. White. Crawford, and Jaspir 
Counties. Ill., under contract with Mui- 
zer Crushed Stone Co. and Evansvll!e 
Materials. Inc. 

Not*. — It a hearing U deemed necessar 
applicant requests it be held at Washington. 
D.C.. Indianapolis, Ind.. or 8t. Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 127100 (Sub-No. 15>. filed No¬ 
vember 11, 1975. Applicant: Btfi MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., 911 Summit Stmt, 
Toledo. Ohio 43604. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Charles K. Boxeil. 9th Floor 
Toledo Trust Building. Toledo, Ohio 
43604. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transport: Malt (beer 
and ale) beverages In containers, from 
St. Paul, Minn., to Sandusky. Ohio. (2* 
from Sandusky, Ohio to 8t Paul. Minn 
under a continuing contract with The 
Thornburgh Sales Company. 

Not*, —If a hearing la deemed nqcesfean 
the applicant requests it be held at Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio; Lanalng. Mich, or Indtanapoii 
Ind. 

No. MC 133741 (Sub-No. 17). filed 
November 7, 1975. Applicant; OSBORNE 
TRUCKING CO.. INC., 1008 Sierra Drive. 
Riverton. Wyo. 82501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Truman A. Stockton. The 1650 
Grant St. Bldg., Denver, Colo. 80203 Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Lumber, from 
the facilities of Champion International 
Corp.. located at or near Silver City. 
Bonner and Browning, Mont., to point* 
in Arkansas. Colorado. Idaho, lUinoLS, 
Iowa. Kansas. Minnesota. Missouri. Ne¬ 
braska, North Dakota. South Dak<;U. 
Utah and Wisconsin, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Champion In¬ 
ternational Corp.: and (2) Lumber and 
lumber products, from points in Mon¬ 
tana, to points in Colorado, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Den¬ 
ver Reserve Supply Company of Denver 
Colo., or Champion International Coii> 
Hamilton, Ohio. 

Nor*.—Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC 134370 and subs Uiercunu- 
thereforw dual operation* may be Involved 
Duplicating authority may also be involve u 
If tbo instant application Is granted, appli¬ 
cant request* that It* Sub-Noe. 9 and 11 b** 
cancelled. If a hearing 1* deemed H*c*iaJ»y 
the applicant does not specify a location. 
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No MC 133796 (Sub-No. 27>. filed No¬ 
vember 5. 1975. Applicant: George Ap- 
pd. 249 Carverton Road. Tracksville. Pa. 
18708. Applicant’s representative: Ken¬ 
neth R. Davis. 121,S. Main Street, Taylor, 
pa 18517. Authority sought to operate 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: <1> 
Plastic pipe, plastic pipe fittings, and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the installa¬ 
tion of plastic pipe <A> between the facil¬ 
ities of Certain-Teed Products Cor¬ 
poration. located at or near McPherson. 
Kans.. Eads. Tenn.. Social Circle. Ga.. 
and Hagerstown. Md.: (B) from Eads, 
Tenn., to points in Illinois, Missouri. 
Arkansas, Louisiana. Mississippi, Ala¬ 
bama. Tennessee. Kentucky and Indiana: 
and <2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture and distribution of 
pUstlc pipe and plastic pipe fittings, 
from points in the destination states 
mentioned in <B) above, to the facilities 
of Certain-Teed Products Corporation, 
located at Eads. Tenn. 

Not*.—I f a hearing La deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it bo held at Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 133796 «Sub-No. 28 >. filed No¬ 
vember 5, 1975. Applicant: GEORGE 
APPEL. 249 Carterton Road, Trucks- 
ville. Pa. 18708. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Davis, 121 S. Main 
Street. Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Asbestos and cement 
pipe, between the facilities of Certain- 
Teed Products Corporation at Riverside 
and Santa Clara. Calif.: (2) asbestos 
and cement pipe, from Santa Clara, and 
Riverside, Calif., to points In Washing¬ 
ton. Oregon, California, Arizona, Utah. 
Idaho. Nevada, Montana. Wyoming, and 
Colorado: <3) materials and supplies. 
used In the manufacture and distribu¬ 
tion of the above commodities, from the 
destination points in <2) above, to Santa 
Clara, and Riverside, Calif.: (4) plastic 
pipe, plastic pipe fittings , and materials 
and supplies. used in the installation of 
plastic pipe, from the plantsite of Cer¬ 
tain-Teed Products Corporation located 
at or near Shingles Springs. Calif., to 
points in Washington. Oregon, Califor¬ 
nia, Arizona, Utah. Idaho. Nevada, Mon¬ 
tana, Wyoming, and Colorado: and (5) 
materials and supplies, used in the man¬ 
ufacture and distribution of plastic pipe 
and plastic pipe fittings, from the desti¬ 
nation points in (4) above, to the plant- 
site of Certain-Teed Products Corpora¬ 
tion located at or near Shingles Springs. 
Calif, 

Not*.— if a hearing U» deemed neces*aary. 
tbe Applicant request* It be held nt Wash¬ 
ington. D C. 

No. MC 134094 (Sub-No. 4). filed No¬ 
vember 20, 1975. Applicant: HEIGHT’S 
SERVICE. INC., 521 E. Nevada Avenue. 
St Paul, Minn. 55101. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Val M. Higgins. 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55402. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate &$ a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transporting: 


Wine and alcoholic liquors, from Cincln* 
nati, Ohio; Lawrenceburg, Ind.; Lynch¬ 
burg. Tenn.: St. Louis and Springfield, 
Mo., and points In Kentucky and Illinois 
(except Chicago), tp St. Paul. Minn., un¬ 
der contract with McKesson Wine & Spir¬ 
its Division of Foremost McKesson Corp. 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed Decenary, 
the applicant request* It be held at St. Paul. 
MUin. 

No. MC 134323 <Sub-No. 79 >. died No¬ 
vember 24, 1975. Applicant: JAY LINES. 
INC., 720 North Grand. P.O. Box 4146, 
Amarillo, Tex. 79105. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Gailyn L. Larsen. 521 South 
14th St. P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: <1> 
Welding equipment, materials and sup¬ 
plies: and (2) equipment, materials and 
supplies. used In the manufacture and 
distribution thereof, between the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Union Car¬ 
bide Corporation located at or near Ni¬ 
agara Falls, N.Y. and Ashtabula, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points In 
Alabama. Mississippi, Louisiana. Arkan¬ 
sas. Missouri. Iowa. Minnesota. North 
Dakota. South Dakota. Nebraska. Kan¬ 
sas, Oklahoma. Texas. New Mexico. Col¬ 
orado. Wyoming, Montana. Idaho, Utah. 
Nevada. Arizona. California, Oregon, and 
Washington, under a continuing con¬ 
tract, or contracts with Union Carbide 
Corporation. 

Not*.—I f a hearing in deemed necomsary. 
the applicant request a it be held at either 
New York, N.Y. or Lincoln, Nebr. 

No. MC 134642 (Sub-No. 4), died No¬ 
vember 24. 1975. Applicant: ELWOOD 
HORTON. Star Route Box 116, Ripple- 
mead. Va. 24150. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Elwood Horton, 1417 Peters Creek 
Road, Roanoke. Va. 24017. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: U> Crushed stone and 
asphalt, in dump vehicles, from Ripple- 
mead. Va., to points in Boone, Cabell. 
Clay. Fayette. Greenbrier Kanawha. 
Lincoln, Logan, Mingo. McDowell, Nicho¬ 
las. Putnam. Raleigh Wayne, and Wyo¬ 
ming Counties. W. Va.. <2> biturninous 
asphalt, in dump vehicles, from Low- 
moor. Va.. to points in Boone. Cabell. 
Clay. Fayette. Greenbrier. Kanawha. 
Mingo. McDowell, Monroe. Nicholas. 
Putnam, Raleigh, Wayne, and Wyoming 
Counties, W. Va.. <3> bituminous asphalt. 
in dump vehicles, from Bluedeld, Va.. to 
points in Boone. Cabell. Clay, Fayette. 
Greenbrier. Kanawha, Lincoln. Logan, 
Mercer, Mingo, McDowell, Monroe, 
Nicholas Putnam. Raleigh. Summers. 
Wayne and Wyoming Counties, W. Va., 
(4) sfowe and asphalt in dump vehicles, 
from Rocky Gap. Va., to points in Boone. 
Cabell, Clay. Fayette. Greenbrier. Kana¬ 
wha. Lincoln, Logan, Mercer, Mingo, 
McDowell. Monroe, Nicholas. Putnam, 
Raleigh, Summers, Wayne and Wyoming 
Counties W. Va., and (5) stone, asphalt, 
and silica sand, in dump vehicles, from 
WythevUle. Va., to points in Boone. 
Cabell. Clay. Fayette, Greenbrier. Kana¬ 
wha. Lincoln. Logan. Mercer, Mingo. Mc¬ 


Dowell. Monroe. Nicholas, Putnam, 
Raleigh, Summers. Wayne and Wyoming 
Counties. W. Va. 

Not*. —If a hearing U deemed neceaeiary. 
applicant requests It be held at Roanoke. Va 
or Waahlngton. DC. 

No. MC 135425 (Sub-No. 121, died No¬ 
vember 26, 1975. Applicant: CYCLES 
LIMITED, P.O. Box 5715. Jackson, Miss. 
39208. Applicant’s representative: Morton 
E. Kiel. Suite 6193,5 World Trade Center. 
New York. N.Y. 10048. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in by 
a manufacturer whose products are sold 
In drug, variety and food stores, and 
materials, supplies, and equipment 
(except commodities in bulk) used 
in the conduct of such business, between 
St. Paul. Minn., and Andover. Mass., on 
the one hand. and. on the other, pohits 
In the United States (except Alaska and 
Ha anil), under contract with The Gil¬ 
lette Company. 

Not*. —If a hearing u deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Boston. 
Mass. 

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 63>. died No¬ 
vember 24. 1975. Applicant: MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 355, 
Milton, Pa. 17847. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: George A. Olsen. 69 Tonnele Ave.. 
Jersey City. N.J. 07306. Authority sought 
to operate as a c om?non carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Pulpboard. from the facilities of St. 
Regis Paper Co.. Coschocton, Ohio, to 
points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania and Maryland, restricted to ship¬ 
ments originating at the above origin 
and destined to the ubove destinations. 

Nor*.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, applicant 
request* It be held at New York. N.Y or 
Washington, D C. 

No. MC 136375 (Sub-No. 10), died No¬ 
vember 24. 1975. Applicant: DONCO 
CARRIERS. INC. 641 N. Meridian. Ok¬ 
lahoma City. Okla. 73107. Applicant’s 
representative: Wm. L. Peterson. Jr.. 401 
N. Hudson. Suite 200. Box 917, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73101. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Doors, frames, mirrors, automobile parts, 
metal vehicle accessories, plastic articles, 
moulding, spray paint, metal hangers, 
and items used in the installation thereof. 
from the plantsite and facilities of Evans 
Products Company, at or near Dothan. 
Ala., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alabama. Alaska and Hawaii*, 
under contract with Evans Products 
Company. 

Nor*.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla,, or Detroit. Mich 

No. MC 136399 (Sub-No. 4). died No¬ 
vember 19. 1975. Applicant: MARK ITT 
TRUCKING. INC., 335 18th Street. Dun¬ 
bar. W. Va. 25064. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Jackie H. Browning, 445 17th 
Street. Dunbar, W. Va. 25064. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 
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transporting: (1) Major appliances .from 
Dunbar Storage Warehouse located at or 
near Dunbar, W. Va. and Grand Central 
Mall located at or near Parkersburg. W. 
Va., to points in Monroe, Morgan. Noble, 
Washington. Athens, and Meigs Counties, 
Ohio; and (2) damaged or rejected mer¬ 
chandise, from destination points in (1) 
above, to Grand Central Mall located at 
or near Parkersburg. W. Va., and Dunbar 
Storage Warehouse located at or near 
Dunbar, W. Va.. under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Kelly k Cohen, 
Inc. 

Nor*-—If a hearing U deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests it be held at Charleston. 
W. Va 

No. MC 136786 <Sub-No. 88>, filed No¬ 
vember 24. 1875. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 309 Fifth 
Avenue Northwest, P.O. Box 12728. New 
Brighton, Minn. 55112. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Stanley C. Olsen, 7525 
Mitchell Rood. Eden Prairie, Minn. 
55343. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Cleaning 
or washing compounds ; buffing or polish¬ 
ing compounds; textile softeners; grease 
or oil, lubricating: and deodorants and 
disinfectants (except commodities In 
bulk). in vehicles equipped with mechan¬ 
ical refrigeration, from the plants!te and 
warehouse facilities of Economic Labora¬ 
tories, located at or near Joliet, 11L, to 
points in Georgia, restricted to traffic 
originating at the plantsite and ware¬ 
house facilities of Economic Laboratories 
located at or near Joliet, HI. 

Not*.—I f & hearing U deemed necessary, 
the Applicant requests U be held At Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn. 

No. MC 138578 (Sub-No. 4>. filed No¬ 
vember 14. 1975. Applicant: L.C.W. 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 718, Edin¬ 
burg, Tex. 78539. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: M. Ward Bailey. 2412 Continental 
Life Building. Port Worth, Tex. 76102. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Equipment . mate¬ 
rials, and supplies (except commodities in 
bulk), used in the manufacture of paper 
and paper products, from points in Ar¬ 
kansas, Colorado, Louisiana. Missouri, 
New Mexico. Oklahoma, and Mississippi, 
to McAllen. Tex., under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Valley Corru¬ 
gated Box. Inc. 

Nor*.—If a hearing Is deemed neceesary. 
the applicant requeau it be held At San 
Antonio or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 138635 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
Nov. 21, 1975. Applicant: CAROLINA- 
WESTERN EXPRESS. INC.. 650 East- 
wood Drive. Gastonia. N.C. 28052. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Eric Meierhoefcr. 
303 N. Frederick Avenue, Gaithersburg, 
Md. 20760. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Woven fiber glass and mechanically 
bonded fiber glass mat, from Graham. 
Tex., to Son Francisco and Los Angeles, 
Calif.: Kirkland. Wash.; Detroit. Mich.: 


Mount Vernon, Ind.: Defiance, Ohio: 
and St. Petersburg and Miami, Fla. 

Not*.—A pplicant holds contract carrier Au¬ 
thority In MC 136464 And aubs thereunder, 
therefore dual operation; mmy be Involved. 

If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Charlotte, N.C. 

* No. MC 138882 (Sub-No. 0>, filed No¬ 
vember 17. 1975. Applicant: WILEY 
SANDERS. INC.. 212 Oak St. Box 621, 
Henderson Rd., Troy. Ala. 36081. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: George A. Olsen. 
69 Tonnele Ave.. Jersey City, N-J. 07306. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: il) Materials and 
supplies . used and consumed in the pro¬ 
cessing of lead scrap, from points In the 
United States in and west' of Montana, 
Wyoming. Colorado, and New Mexico, to 
the plantsite of Sanders Lead Company. 
Inc., at or near Troy. Ala.: and <2> pro¬ 
cessed lead scrap . lead and lead alloys in 
pigs, hogs , and ingots, from the plantsite 
of Sanders Lead Company. Inc., at or 
near Troy. Ala., to points In the United 
States in and west of Montana, Wyoming. 
Colorado, and New Mexico. 

Note.— If a hearing la deemed neceae&ry. 
the Applicant requeau It be held at either 
Birmingham, or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 140092 (Sub-No. 4>, filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: KEYSTONE 
TRUCKING CORP.. 811 South Washing¬ 
ton Avenue, Scranton. Pa. 18505. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: A. David Millncr. 
744 Broad Street, Suite 2005, Newark. 
N.J. 07102. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such mer¬ 
chandise as is dealt in by retail chain 
grocery and food business houses, and In 
connection therewith, equipment, mat¬ 
erial. and supplies used in the conduct of 
such business, between points In New 
Jersey, New York, N Y.. Baltimore, Md.. 
points In Broome. Chemung. Delaware, 
Nassau. Orange, Rockland. Steuben. Suf¬ 
folk, Sullivan. Tioga. Tompkins. Ulster, 
and Westchester Counties. N.Y.. and 
those points In Berks, Bradford, Bucks. 
Carbon. Chester, Columbia, Dauphin. 
Delaware, Juniata, Lackawanna. Lan¬ 
caster, Lebanon. Lehigh. Luzerne. Ly¬ 
coming. Monroe. Montgomery. Montour. 
Northampton. Northumberland. Perry. 
Philadelphia, Pike, Schuylkill. Snyder. 
Sullivan. Susquehanna, Tioga, Union, 
Wayne, and Wyoming Counties, Pa., un¬ 
der contract with The Great Atlantic k 
Pacific Tea Company. Inc.. Montvale, 
N.J. 

Norr.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necea&Ary, applicant 
requests It be held at New York. N.Y. or 
New Ark, NJ. 

No. MC 140763 (Sub-No, 3), filed No¬ 
vember 20. 1975. Applicant: ONEXDA- 
COLUMBUS EXPRESS COMPANY, a 
Corporation. P.O. Box 356, Oneida. Tenn, 
38741. Applicant's representative: Mar¬ 
shall Kragcn. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Building. 666 Eleventh Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20001. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 


transporting: (!) Such commoditirs &s 
are manufactured, processed, or dealt in 
by manufacturers of rubber or rubber 
products (except In bulk) and (2) imifr- 
rials. equipment, and supplies used in the 
conduct of such business (except In 
bulk). between Oneida. Tenn., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points In the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), under contract with B. F. Good¬ 
rich Tire Company. 

Not*.—I f a hearing is deemed ncccanr, 
Applicant request* it be held at Knoxviiv or 
Niuihvlllc. Tenn. 

No. MC 140883 (Sub-No. 4>. filed No¬ 
vember 25, 1975. Applicant: DOWNS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., 2705 
Canna Ridge Circle NE.. Atlanta, O.x 
30345. Applicant's representative: K. Ed¬ 
ward Wolcott. 1600 First Federal Build¬ 
ing. Atlanta. Ga. 30303. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over IrrcgulAr routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Uncrated store fixtures, from the 
plant site of Warren/Sherer Division of 
Kysor Industrial Corporation In Mar¬ 
shall, Mich., to points In the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii) and 
(2) materials and supplies (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and lumber) used in the 
manufacture, sale, and distribution of 
store fixtures, from points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), to 
the plant site of Warren 'Sherer Division 
of Kysor Industrial Corporation in Mar¬ 
shall. Mich., under contract with War¬ 
ren/Sherer Division of Kysor Industrie 
Corporation. 

Nor*.—If a hearing U deemed aeccaftix) 
Applicant requests It be held At Detroit. 
Mich. or Atlanta, Oa. 

No. MC 146925 <Sub-No. 2). filed No¬ 
vember 12, 1975. Applicant: FAYETTE 
TRUCKING CORPORATION. W234 
S5503 Big Bend Road. Wauke&hn, \V;s. 
53186. Applicant's representative: Rich¬ 
ard C. Alexander. 710 North Plankinton 
Avenue, Milwaukee. Wls. 53202. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, ovor Irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer, in buIk. 
in dump vehicles, from the facilities ot 
Michigan Gypsum Co., at or near 
Whiitemore, Mich., to points in Wiscon¬ 
sin, under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Farmers Feed k Fertilize: of 
Wisconsin. 

Nor*.—Common control may bo Involved 
Applicant holds common carrier authority in 
MC 126250 and tubs thereunder, therefore 
dual operation* may also be involved. If a 
hearing la deemed necessary, the applicant 
request* It be held at Milwaukee. Wls 

No. MC 141101 <Sub-No. 2) (Amend¬ 
ment). filed November 3. 1975, publish' d 
in the Federal Register issue of Novem¬ 
ber 28. 1975. and republished a* 

amended, this issue. Applicant: ROBERT 
E. WARNE. doing business as WARNS 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporate 
121 Rosewood Drive, Zanesville. Ohio 
43701 Applicant's representative 
Thomas J. Burke, Jr., Suite 1600 Lincoln 
Center. 1660 Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo 
80203. Authority sought to operate as ) 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Earthen - 
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icare pots and racks tor earthenware 
pots, (i> from Marshall and Houston* 
Tex., El Monte, Van Nuys, Fullerton, Ia 
Verne, and Long Beach, Calif., to Den¬ 
ver, Colo., under contract with Denver 
Pottery Co., Inc., (2) from Marshall. 
Tex., to points in California, under con¬ 
tract with GMMC Pottery Sales Corp.. 
and (3) from Marshall. Tex., to points In 
Michigan, under contract with D&J Dis¬ 
tributing Co., Inc. 

Norr.—The purpose of this rrpubllc&tlon 
a u> state the correct contracting shippers. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 141188 (Amendment), filed 
July 25, 1975, published in the Federal 
Register Issue of August 14. 1975. and 
republished as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: MAURICE BLOCKER, doing 
business as. BLOCKER MILLING SERV¬ 
ICE. Old Highway 9 West. Waukon, Iowa 
52172. Applicant's representative: James 
U Mellick, P.O. Box 328, 24 West Main 
Street, Waukon. Iowa 52172. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Feed, fertilizer and grain. 
in bags or in bulk, between points in 
Minnesota and those points in Iowa 
within a territory beginning at the in¬ 
tersection of the Mississippi River and 
the Mtnnesota-Iowa State Boundary line 
and extending southerly along the west¬ 
ern bank of the Mississippi River to in¬ 
tersection Interstate Highway 80, thence 
westerly along Interstate Highway 80 to 
intersection U.8. Highway 71. thence 
northerly along U.8. Highway 71 to inter¬ 
section Minnesota-Iowa State Boundary 
line, and thcncc along said boundary 
line to the point of beginning. 

Noth.—T he purpose of this republication 
U to indicate applicant’s broadened territo¬ 
rial request for authority. If a hearing in 
deemed necessary, the applicant request* tt 
be held at Waukon. loara or an clo*e thereto 
** poa&lbie. 

No. MC 141200 ‘Amendment), filed 
July 25, 1975, published in the Federal 
Register Issue of August 21, 1975, and 
republished aa amended this Issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: CLANCY BROS. TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION CO., INC., 84 Bengal, Terrace, 
Rochester, N.Y. 14610. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: 8. Michael Richards. 44 
North Ave.. Webster, N.Y. 14580. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts. meat by-products. and articles dis¬ 
tributed by yneat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed In Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
"66 ‘except In bulk). in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration between 
Points in Massachusetts. New Jer¬ 
sey. New York and Pennsylvania, on the 
one hand, and. on the other. Rochester, 
N.Y., restricted to the transportation of 
t raffle originating at or destined to the 
Plan bates of those contracting shippers 
enumerated below, under continuing 
contracts with (1) Conti Packing Co., 
fnc,. at Rochester. N.Y., (2) Allen Beef 
Company, Inc. at Rochester. N.Y.. i3> 


Katz Bros., Inc. at Rochester, N.Y., <4> 
Leon Kastner Wholesale Meats Corp. at 
Rochester, N.Y., (5) Tobin Packing Co.. 
Inc. at Rochester, N.Y., and (6) Levitt 
Bros.. Inc. at Rochester, N.Y, 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 116407, and should a grant 
of authority issue as a result of thb» request 
it will he assigned under appUcont’s exist¬ 
ing docket number. If a hearing U deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
either Rochester or Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 141209 (Sub-No. 1>. filed No¬ 
vember 14. 1975. Applicant: JOSEPH 
LURATE, 2130 Rockdale Avenue. Sirnl 
Valley, Calif. 93063. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Milton W. Flack, 4311 Wilshlre 
Boulevard. Suite 300, Loe Angeles. Calif. 
90010. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Motor ve¬ 
hicles, in secondary movements, in truck- 
away service, between Garden Grove, 
Calif., and Lubbock, Tex., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Jack 
Warye Automobile Brokerage. 

Note— If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
tho applicant requests it be held at Los An¬ 
geles, Calif. 

No. MC 141255 (Sub-No. 1). filed No¬ 
vember 19. 1975. Applicant: TANDY 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 3600-3602 
Conway, P.O. Box 7135, Fort Worth, Tex. 
76111. Applicant s representative: Ralph 
W. Pulley. Jr., 4555 First National Bank 
Building, Dallas. Tex. 75202. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: 1(a) Commodities dealt in 
by electronic equipment and supply 
stores . uncrated store fixtures and fur¬ 
nishings, office supplies, and advertising 
materials, from Fort Worth, Tex„ to 
points in the United States (except 
Texas), restricted in the destination 
states in pick up or delivery of the de¬ 
scribed commodities at Radio Shack 
stores and warehouses; returned and re¬ 
jected shipments of such commodities. 
from points in the United States (except 
Texas), to Fort Worth. Tex.; <b) tele- 
vision antennas, from Burlington. Iowa, 
to Groveport, Ohio, Braintree and Avon. 
Mass.; (c) electronic equipment . ma¬ 
terials and supplies, from Tarrant City. 
Ala.; Ansonia, Conn,; Aurora, Mundelein. 
Chicago, Lemont, Downers Grove and 
Elk Grove, Ill.; Huntington and Frank¬ 
fort, Ind.; Burlington and Guttcnburg. 
Iowa; Princeton. Ky.; Winona and St. 
Paul. Minn.; Kennebunk and Blddleford. 
Maine, Detroit, Mich.; Hagerstown and 
Baltimore Md.; Shrewsbury. South Had¬ 
ley. Holyoke. Worcester, Ludlow and 
Boston, Mass.; Aberdeen. Miss.; St. 
Louis, Mo.; Camden. Amsterdam, Con¬ 
gers, Biauvelt. Farmingdale L.I., Brook¬ 
lyn. Huntington, L.I., Hauppauge and 
New York City. N.Y.; Somerville. Parsip- 
pany and Burlington. N.J.; Statesville 
and Smithfield, N.C.; Newcomers town 
and Toledo. Ohio; Central Falls, RX. 
to Fort Worth. Tex. and Garden Grove, 
Calif., restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of traffic from Winona, Minn., to 
Garden Grave, Calif.; <d) electronic 
equipment, materials and supplies, from 
Long Beach, Calif.; Phoenix. Ariz. and 


Grand Junction. Colo., to Fort Worth. 
Tex.: (e) toys from Hawthorne, Calif., 
to Fort Worth. Tex. 

2(a) Tile, including ceramic, clay, 
earthenware, terrazzo, mastic, composi¬ 
tion and vinyl asbestos, from Fort Worth 
and Houston. Tex., to points In Arkansas. 
California. Colorado. Ulinots, Indiana. 
Kansas. Minnesota, Missouri. Nebraska, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio. Okla¬ 
homa. Pennsylvania. South Dakota. Ten¬ 
nessee, Utah, Wisconsin; and returned 
and rejected shipments, from the named 
destination states to Fort Worth and 
Houston, Tex,; (b> fife, from Long Beach, 
Calif., to Phoenix. Tucson and Mesa. 
Ariz.; Albuquerque. N. Mex^ and Fort 
Worth. Tex.; (3) leather and leather 
products, from Buford. Oa.. to Fort 
Worth. Tex.; (4) commodities dealt in by 
arts and crafts stores, office supplies and 
advertising materials for arts and crafts 
stores, from Fort Worth. Tex., to points 
in the United States; returned and re¬ 
jected shipments of such commodities* 
from points in the United States (except 
Texas) to Fort Worth. Tex., paragraphs 
1. 2, 3 and 4 are limited to a transporta¬ 
tion service to be performed under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Tandy 
Corporation, Tandycrafts, Inc., and 
Tandy Brands. Inc. of Fort Worth. Tex., 
and their subsidiary corporations. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 141326 (Sub-No. 4). filed No¬ 
vember 24. 1975 Applicant: C. C. SALT¬ 
ER AND C. W. SALTER, a partnership, 
doing business as S & S TRUCKING 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 67. State Docks 
Road, Eufaula. Ala 36027. Applicant's 
representative: John P. Carlton, 903 
Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham. 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pre¬ 
cut plywood, from the plant&lte, ware¬ 
houses and storage facilities of Associ¬ 
ated Forest Products. Inc., at or near 
Eufaula. Ala., to Fergus Falls, Minn.; Au¬ 
burn. Nebr.; Atlanta, Ga.; Union City. 
Ind.; and Ft. Smith, Ark. 

Note.—I f a hearing l* deemed neceasary. 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
Birmingham or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 141368 (Correction), filed Sep¬ 
tember 26. 1975. published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register Issue of October 31. 1975, 
republished as corrected this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: BASE TRANSPORTATION, 

INC., 1573 West Second Street. Pomona. 
Calif. 91766. Applicant’s representative: 
Jerry Solomon Berger. 433 Camden Drive, 
6th Floor. Beverly Hills. Calif. 90210. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Paint, paint thin - 
ners and solvents ‘except in bulk), 
from the plantslte of Pervo Paint Com¬ 
pany. located in Los Angeles. Calif., to 
points in Arizona. Idaho. Nevada, New 
Mexico and Utah, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Pervo Paint 
Company. 

Note.—T he purpose of this republlCAtlon 
Is to correct the “zip code“ of the applicant's 
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representative. IT a hearing la deemed neces¬ 
sary. the applicant requests It be held at 
Pomona or Los Angeles. Calif. 

No. MC 141476 (Correction), filed Oc¬ 
tober 23. 1975, published In the Federal 
Register issue of November 28, 1975, and 
republished as corrected this Issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: C. T. TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY. 2301 Bridgeport Drive, PO. 
Box 1410, Sioux City. Iowa 51102. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: George L. Hirsch- 
bach, 5000 South Lewis Blvd.. PO. Box 
417, Sioux City, Iowa 51102. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Towers, antennas, and 
equipment. materials and supplies used In 
the manufacture, sale, distribution and 
erection of towers and antennas, and (2) 
reflectors, redomes, pylons . buildings , 
building panels . building parts . and ac¬ 
cessories , materials and supplies used in 
the installation, construction, and erec¬ 
tion of buildings, building panels and 
building parts, from the plant site and 
storage facilities of Advance Industries 
at Sioux City. Iowa, to points in the 
United States (except Hawaii); (3) tow¬ 
ers, antennas and equipment, materials 
and supplies used In the manufacture, 
sale, distribution, and erection of the 
commodities described in (1> and (2) 
above, from points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). to the plant 
site and storge facilities of Advance In¬ 
dustries located at Sioux City. Iowa, the 
commodities in (1). (2) and (3) above 
are restricted against transportation in 
bulk and further restricted to traffic 
transported under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Advance Industries; 

(4) trenching machines, from the plant 
site and storage facilities of Digz-All. 
Inc., located at Merrill, Iowa, to points 
in the United Staes (except Hawaii): and 

(5) equipment , materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sale and dis¬ 
tribution of trenching machines, from 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). to the plant site and 
storage facilities of Digz-All, Inc., located 
at Merrill. Iowa, the commodities in <4) 
and (5) above are restricted against 
transportation In bulk and further re¬ 
stricted to traffic transported under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Digz-All, Inc. 

Note. —The purpose of this re publication 1 a 
to clarify the commodltlea In (1) and (2) 
above. Common control may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed neceeaary, the appUcant 
requests It be held at either 6loux City, 
Iowa, or Omaha, Nebr.. or Chicago. 111. 

No. MC 141484, Wed October 29. 1975. 
Applicant: HARRY L. ROTHSTEIN, 
40 Poplar Street, P.O. Box 1386, Scran¬ 
ton. Pa. 18501. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Richard M. Ooldberg. 700 United 
Penn Bank Building, Wilkes-Barre. Pa. 
18701. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Gen¬ 
eral commodities . from the facilities of 
Distribution East located at or near 
Scranton (Lackawanna) County, Pa., to 


points in Pennsylvania and New York; 
and «2> rejected or refused merchandise 
and empty containers, from points In 
Pennsylvania and New York, to the fa¬ 
cilities of Distribution East located at or 
near Scranton, Pa., under a continuing 
contract or contracts In (1) and (2) 
above with E. H. Trethaway Co., and 
James A. Weaver Company. 

Kora.—Applicant bolds common carrier 
authority In MC 64698 sub No. 2, therefore 
dual operations may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing U deemed neceaoary. applicant requests 
it be held at either Scranton or Wilkes- 
Barre. Pa. 

No. MC 141492, filed November 10. 
1975. AppUcant: WHITETOP SAFEWAY 
* YELLOW CHECKER CABS. INC., do¬ 
ing business as MISSISSIPPI COURIER 
SERVICE. 670 South West Street. Jack- 
son, Miss. 39201. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Douglas R. Duke, Suite 552. First 
National Bank Building. Jackson. Miss. 
39205. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier ; by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Data 
processing materials, bank paper . securi¬ 
ties and financial instruments (except 
coin and currency), between Memphis, 
Tenn., New Orleans. La., and points in 
Mississippi. 

Not*.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Jock- 
»on, Mlsa. Memphis, Tenn. or New Orleans. 


No. MC 141526, field November 14. 
1975, AppUcant: TERRELL TRUCKING, 
INC., P.O. Box 11, Converse, La. 71419, 
Applicant's representative: Thomas Joe 
Cassell. 1115 E. San Antonio Avenue, 
Many. La. 71449. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting : 
Sand , gravel , rock. riprap, crushed rock 
and lignite coal. In bulk, between points 
In Louisiana and Arkansas and that part 
of Texas on and east of Interstate High¬ 
way 35 at the Oklahoma-Texas State 
Boundary line, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 35 to Fort Worth, Tex., thence along 
Interstate Highway 20 to Dallas. Tex., 
thence along Interstate Highway 45 to 
Galveston, Tex. 

Note.—IX a bearing la deemed necessary, 
appUcant requests It be held at either 
Shreveport. New Orleans, La. or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 141528. filed November 19, 
1975. AppUcant: EXPRESS DELIV¬ 
ERIES. INC.. 3040 Grecnmount Avenue. 
Baltimore. Md. 21218. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Alan J. Bloom. Suite 406, 401 
Washington Avenue, Towson. Md. 
21204. Authority sought to operate os a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Photo¬ 
graph and photofinish ing materials and 
supplies, between points In Maryland. 
Virginia. Delaware. Pennsylvania, and 
the District of Columbia, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Para¬ 
mount Photo Service and Supply, Inc. 

Nora.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held st either Balti¬ 
more. Md., or Washington. DC 


No. MC 141539. filed November 20. 
1975. Applicant: GORDON HART. doli^ 
business as HART TRANSPORT, P O 
Box 109. Harris Road. Dexter, Mo. 63811 
Applicant's representative: Joseph E 
Rebman, 314 North Broadway. 8t. Louts. 
Mo. 63102. Authority sought to operate us 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting; Muffle" 
exhaust pipe, tail pipe, steel, machine? 
machinery parts . motors. transformer < 
converters. Alters, flanges, tubing, asbes¬ 
tos. strapping, cartons, boxes, drum, 
pallets, steel racks, scrap meted, oil, sol¬ 
vents and cleaning products, used in 
manufacturing (except commodities in 
bulk), between Dexter, Mo., on tile one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ala¬ 
bama. Arkansas, Georgia, Illinois. In¬ 
diana, Kentucky. Michigan, Missouri. 
Tennessee and Mississippi. 

Noth.—I f a hearing U deemed necea.su: . 
applicant requests It be held at 8t. Lotm, 
Mo. or Indianapolis, lml. 

Freight Forwarder Applications 

No. FF-350 (Sub-No. 1). filed Novem¬ 
ber 21. 1975. Applicant: GLOBAL FOR¬ 
WARDING. INC.. Number One Glob;d 
Way, Anaheim. Calif. 94803. Applicant’* 
representative: Alan F. Wohlstctkr, 
1700 K Street NW.. Washington. DC 
20006. Authority sought to engage in 
operation, in Interstate commerce, a & a 
freight forwarder, through use of the fa¬ 
cilities of common carriers by rail, mo¬ 
tor, water and express, in the transpor¬ 
tation of (a) Used household goods and 
unaccompanied baggage, and (b) us:d 
automobile j, between points In the 
United States, including Hawaii a id 
Alaska, restricted in (b) above to the 
transportation of export and tau> ort 
traffic. 

Notk.—T he purpose of thla application it 
lo add Alaska to applicant's present author¬ 
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant request* It be held at San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif. 

No. FF-477, filed November 21, 1975 
Applicant: CROWN OVERSEAS FOR¬ 
WARDERS. 180 Quint Street. San Fnm- 
clsco, Calif. 94124. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Daniel W. Baker. 100 Pine 
8treet, Suite 2550, San Francisco. Calif 
94111. Authority sought to engage in 
operation, in interstate commerce, as * 
freight forwarder, through use of the fa¬ 
cilities of common carriers by rail, mo¬ 
tor, water, and express. In the tra im¬ 
portation of (a) Used household good* 
and unaccompanied baggage, and <b> 
used automobiles, between points In the 
United States, including Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii, restricted in (b) to the transporta¬ 
tion of export and import traffic. 

Nor* —If m hearing la deemed naeesMry, 
the appUcant request* it be held at Ssn 
Franclaco, Calif. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-34738 Filed 12-38-75:8:46 •**>! 
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SOLAR ENERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE 
Policy Relating To Establishment 

The Solar Energy Research, Develop¬ 
ment, and Demonstration Act of 1974 
<PX. OS-473) establishes a Solar Energy 
Research Institute <SERH to conduct 
research, development and other related 
tasks in furtherance of the use of solar 
energy. The Act states that SERI may 
be located at a new or an existing Fed¬ 
eral Laboratory and authorizes ERDA 
to determine its location. Over the past 
months, the Energy Research and De¬ 
velopment Administration (ERDA) has 
been developing criteria for evaluating 
SFRI's site as well as formulating the 
role and mission, and the type of man¬ 
agement organization for SERI, 

ERDA expects to announce criteria for 
evaluating the SERI site in January. 
1975. and plans to solicit proposals for 
the site at that time. In this regard. It 
is ERDA’s policy that no organization 
should be given unfair advantage over 
others Interested in submitting proposals. 
Tills policy was expressed in a memo¬ 
randum dated November 25, 1975. from 
Michael I. Yarymovych. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Laboratory and Field 
coordination to all ERDA offices For 


the benefit of the Interested public, the 
memorandum is quoted in its entirety 
below. 

Dated: December 22,1975. 

ROBERT A. SCMMFRS, 
Acting Assistant Administra¬ 
tor for Laboratory and Field 
Coordination . 

Hoads or Divisions and Orrxcn, HQ 
Hxads or Fxzu> Organizations 

rOLICY TOR NATIONAL LADORATOR2ES AND OTHER 
UIDA INSTALLATIONS IN RELATION TO EJKDAl 
QUEST ro* A SOLAR ENERGY RESEARCH INftTI- 
TCT* (BERl) RITE AND MANAGEMENT ORGA¬ 
NIZATION 

November 25.1975. 

It 1* the policy of this Agency that rIL 
parties be treated equally and fairly In their 
dealings with the Federal Government. This 
policy is very Important in the management 
team and site selection quest for SERI. No 
cltiaen or organization should be allowed to 
have a preferred position, or even appear 
to hare knowledge which would give au un¬ 
fair advantage over any other organization 
or person. Assuring fair treatment has been 
the overriding consideration In the adoption 
of procedures regarding tho establishment of 
SERI and this fairness must continue to 
guide our future conduct. 

It is anticipated that parties Interested tn 
making proposals relative to SERI may seek 
information from ERDA Laboratories and in¬ 
stallations. If ERDA Laboratories or Installa¬ 
tions are approached for Information relating 


to SERI, they shoU notify the Solar Energy 
Research Institute project Office (SIPO) of 
such requests In detail and shall obtain in¬ 
structions or Advice from the SIPO before 
proceeding further. 

It Is also anticipated that parties inte¬ 
rested in making proposals concerning SERI 
may seek the participation of ERDA Labora¬ 
tories or Installations. U so approached, the 
Laboratory or installation must promptly 
advise the cognizant Operations Office, the 
SIPO. and this office in detail and obtain 
instructions or advice before proceeding 
further. This office shall have the final re¬ 
sponsibility for determining the nature and 
extent of participation by ERDA Laboratories 
and Installations with other parties relative 
to the SERI search In any event, the ERDA 
Operations Offices shall not assume, nor ap¬ 
pear to assume, any form of partisan role 
and must maintain the strictest objectivity 
and Impartiality with respect to the 8KRJ 
search and selection process. 

ERDA Operations Offices are expected to 
advise all ERDA field installations of these 
policy guidelines and assure appropriate Im¬ 
plementation. 

ERDA Headquarters offices will assure that 
no Information concerning ERDA’s own plan¬ 
ning or decisions relating to SERI Is com¬ 
municated tn any form to any parties relative 
to SERI In advance of full public announce¬ 
ment. Furthermore, such public announce¬ 
ments shall set forth the above policy relat¬ 
ing to ERDA Laboratories and other 
installations. 

f FR Doc 75-34023 Filed 12-23-75; 10:24 am J 
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PROPOSED RULES 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 454-11 

[ 40 CFR Part 61 ] 

NATIONAL EMISSION STANDARDS FOR 
HAZARDOUS AIR POLLUTANTS 

Proposed Standard for Vinyl Chloride 

Notice Is hereby gtven that under the 
authority of section 112(b) <1)(B) of 
the Clean Air Act, as amended, the Ad¬ 
ministrator Is proposing a national emis¬ 
sion standard for vinyl chloride emissions 
from ethylene dichloride-vinyl chloride 
and polyvinyl chloride plants. As pre¬ 
scribed by section 112»b)(lMA) of the 
Act, this proposal of the standard was 
preceded by the Administrator's deter¬ 
mination that vinyl chloride Is a hazard¬ 
ous air pollutant as defined in section 
112ia><l> of the Act. Accordingly, the 
Administrator is revising the list of haz¬ 
ardous air pollutants by adding vinyl 
chloride; notice of tills revision is pub¬ 
lished In the notice section of this issue 
of the Federal Register. IFRL 454-2) 
FR Doc. 75-34512. 

In accordance with section 117 of the 
Act, publication of this proposed stand¬ 
ard was preceded by consultation with 
appropriate advisory committees, inde¬ 
pendent experts, and Federal depart¬ 
ments and agencies. 

Interested perrons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments tin triplicate) to the Emis¬ 
sion Standards a^d Engineering Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency. Re¬ 
search Triangle Park. North Carolina 
27711, Attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
All relevant comments postmarked not 
later than February 23. 1076. will be con¬ 
sidered. Comments received will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the UB. Environmental Protection 
Agencv. Public Information Reference 
Unit, Room 2022 driPA Library). 401 M 
Street SW.. Washington. D.C. 20460 
A public hearing will be held as re¬ 
quired by section U2<b>UMB> of the 
Act. A notice of the time, date and place 
for the public hearing wlU be published 
in the Federal Register within 30 days 
of the publication date of this proposed 
standard. 

The Environmentsl Protection Agency 
*EPA> has prepared a ' Standard Sup¬ 
port and Environmental Impact State- 
men t*‘ which contains background in¬ 
formation on the manufacture and proc¬ 
essing of vinyl chloride, the health effects 
of vinvl chloride, the available control 
"technologies for vinyl chloride emissions, 
the rationale for the proposed standard, 
and an analyst* of the environmental, 
economic, and Inflationary impacts of 
the proposed standard. More detailed in¬ 
formation on the health effects of vinyl 
chloride Is contained in a second docu¬ 
ment prepared by E^A, which Is en¬ 
titled the “Scientific Technical Assess¬ 
ment Report on Vinyl Chloride and Poly¬ 
vinyl Chloride." Requests for these docu¬ 
ments should be addressed to the Emis¬ 
sion Standards and Fnginecring Divi¬ 
sion. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, Attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin, 
MD-13. The information contained in 
these documents with regard to health 
effects, the rationale for the proposed 
standard, and the potential environ¬ 
mental and economic impacts is sum¬ 
marized in the following paragraphs. All 
references in the summary are to be 
found in the two EPA documents. 

Rationale for Regulating Vinyl Chlo¬ 
ride Under the Authority or Section 

112 or the Clean Air Act 

In January 1974. the B. F. Goodrich 
Chemical Company reported to the Na¬ 
tional Institute of Occupational Safety 
and Health that several of its employees 
had died from angiosarcoma of the liver 
<a rare form of cancer) and that these 
deaths may have been related to occupa¬ 
tional exposure to vinyl chloride gus. 
This report resulted in growing concern 
over the potential health effects of vinyl 
chloride and spurred efforts by various 
government agencies to take steps to ob¬ 
tain data needed to assess in more detail 
the impact of vinyl chloride on human 
health and to reduce vinyl chloride ex¬ 
posure both to the worker and to the 
general population. EPA established a 
Task Force on vinyl chloride in Feb¬ 
ruary 1974, to identify the environmen¬ 
tal problems resulting from the manu¬ 
facture and use of vinyl chloride and 
polyvinyl chloride. While air. water, a d 
solid waste disposal arc all possible 
routes lor entry of vinyl chloride into the 
environment in the vicinity of manufac¬ 
turing facilities, the Task Force con¬ 
cluded tliat, based upon current informa¬ 
tion. the air route poses the most sJg- 
niftca it environmental problem to the 
population located there. Potential 
source? of exposure to the general pop¬ 
ulation due to the use <as opposed to the 
manufacture! of vinyl chloride include 
aerosol containers, plnstics used for con¬ 
taining or wrapping food products, and 
drinking water. 

On April 26. 1074. EPA published In 
the Federal Register an emergency sus¬ 
pension order for specific indoor aerosol 
pesticides containing vinyl chloride. In 
May 1974, EPA initiated a study to de¬ 
termine whether Federal regulation of 
atmospheric emissions of vinyl chloride 
from manufacturing facilities Is reeded, 
and if so, which of the regulatory al¬ 
ternatives under the Clean Air Act would 
be most appropriate. For the purpose of 
the study, data were gathered on health 
effects, air quality concentrations, con¬ 
trol techniques, and costs. Based on this 
analysis? EPA concluded that vinyl chlor¬ 
ide meets the specifications of the defini¬ 
tion of “hazardous air pollutant" In sec¬ 
tion 112 of the Clean Air Act and should 
be regulated as such. “Hazardous air pol¬ 
lutant" is defined in section 112 of the 
Cleon Air Act as “an air pollutant . . . 
which in the Judgment of the Adminis¬ 
trator may cause or contribute to. on 
increase in serious irreversible, or in¬ 
capacitating reversible illness." The 
reasons for concluding that vinyl chlor¬ 
ide is a hazardous pollutant are discussed 
in the following paragraphs. 


Vinyl chloride has been .shown to came 
cancer In both sexes of three species of 
rodents by the Inhalation route, the 
primary route by which humans. In the 
vicinity of plant* manufacturing or 
processing vinyl chloride, are exposed 
Angiosarcoma of the liver has been ob¬ 
served in rats, hamsters, and mice ex¬ 
posed to vinyl chloride. In two of these 
species, rats and mice, liver angiosar¬ 
coma has been produced at axposur* 
levels as low' a* 50 parts per million 
eppm>, which is the lowest level for 
which studies have been completed thui 
far. In one experiment, exposures at this 
level for four hours per day. five dnys per 
week for a 12 month period produced 
nephroblastomas and liver angiosar¬ 
comas after 135 weeks. In a second ex¬ 
periment angiosarcoma in mice has been 
produced by exposures os low as 50 ppm 
for 7 hours for a 20 week duration. 
Furthermore, these animal studio- 
showed a multiple cancer risk from vinyl 
chloride. Le.. tumors In organs other thun 
the liver suclv as the brain, lungs, kid¬ 
neys, and mammary glands. 

As of June 1975, the National Cancer 
Institute had confirmed 27 esses of Uver 
angiosarcoma among workers with a his¬ 
tory of exposure to vinyl chloride. 15 in 
the United States-and 12 in Europe and 
Canada. Additionally 11 cases had been 
reported and not yet confirmed. Most, 
but not all, of these confirmed cases have 
been among workers Involved directly in 
polyvinyl cldoridc production. Cases of 
liver angiosarcoma have been reported 
In one U.S. and three European workers 
exposed to vinyl chloride, but not directly 
involved in polyvinyl chloride produc¬ 
tion. Tliese cases suggest that exposure 
to vinyl chloride at lower levels thnn 
usually encountered In polyvinyl chlo¬ 
ride production plants Ls capable of caus- 
lug liver angiosarcoma. To date, angr- 
sarcoxna of the liver hAs been consider id 
an extremely rare disease among (lie 
general population. In a survey by the 
American Cancer Society, only one ease 
of liver angiosarcoma was recorded per 
78.000 deaths. Compared with tills rec¬ 
ord. the data indicating the frequency o! 
Uver angiosarcoma among workers ex¬ 
posed to vinyl chloride show that the 
relative risk to these workers of develop¬ 
ing this disease is approximately 3.000 
times grenter than that to the general 
population Such a relative risk repre¬ 
sents a statistically significant differs c 
(pCO.OOP in the frequency of liver an¬ 
giosarcoma among those exposed to high 
levels of vinyl chloride compared with 
those In the general population. 

Occupational exposure studies have 
strongly iuiplicated vinyl chloride a* a 
human chemical carcinogen which caus¬ 
es tumors In many different sites, only 
one of which is the Uver. Other mani¬ 
festations in humans include acroa^e- 
olysis and liver dysfunction. Similar tox¬ 
icology studies have verified the occur¬ 
rence of tumors In other body organs 
such as the brain and lungs. Bioa^iy 
studies have s-hown the potential of vinyl 
chloride to be a chemical mutagen anu 
terotogen. (More details on these anl- 
mul and occupational studies may Li 
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found In the "Scientific Technical As¬ 
sessment Report on Vinyl Chloride and 
Polyvinyl Chloride.") 

These data strongly indicate that vinyl 
chloride causes or contributes to the de- 
\clopmcnt of angiosarcoma, other can¬ 
ters. and noncarclnogcnic disorders in 
people with occupational exposure and In 
animals with experimental exposure to 
vinyl cldoride. Reasonable extrapolations 
from these findings cause concern that 
present ambient levels of vinyl chloride 
may cause or contribute to the same or 
unilar disorders. Data obtained in the 
prlng of 1971 from UJ3. plants that pro¬ 
duce or process vinyl chloride Indicate 
that approximately 100 million kg of 
vinyl chloride are emitted to the at¬ 
mosphere annually. The majority of 
These emissions are from ethylene dl¬ 
l’ hlorldc-vinyl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride plants. Results from a prelimi¬ 
nary ambient monitoring program con¬ 
ducted by EPA In the spring of 1974 in¬ 
dicate that persoilk living in the immedi¬ 
ate vicinity of these plants are generally 
exposed to average daily concentrations 
of less than 1 ppm with some 24 hour 
average excursions to 1 and 3 ppm and 
ome occasional peak concentrations as 
high as 33 ppm. Results from a more ex¬ 
tensive ambient monitoring program 
' onductcd by EPA from November 1974 
to June 1975 arc not discussed in detail 
acre because they are still being ana¬ 
lysed. The results are generally hi live 
:ame range as reported here for the 
preliminary ambient monitoring pro¬ 
gram except there are no concentrations 
high as 33 ppm. Approximately 4.6 
million people live within a five-mile ra¬ 
dius of ethylene dichlorlde vinyl and 
imlyvinyl plants. There are no dose-re¬ 
sponse data, and thus there Is no absolute 
proof of adverse effects, at the concentra¬ 
tions of vinyl chloride found in the am¬ 
bient air. However, for carcinogens there 
muy be no atmospheric concentration 
which poses absolutely no public health 
risk. Also, data from studies of occupa¬ 
tional exposure indicate that there is a 
latency period as long as 20 years be¬ 
tween initial exposure to vinyl chloride 
and occurrence of disease. The latency 
period could possibly be longer for lower 
levels of exposure. Production of poly¬ 
vinyl chloride did not begin to operate 
on a large scale until relatively recently. 
Only about 10 of the approximately 40 
polyvinyl chloride plants are 20 years 
old or older, and the oldest one is 40 
years old. These considerations led to 
the conclusion that EPA should take ac¬ 
tion now to reduce exposure levels to 
vinyl chloride before retrospective evi¬ 
dence of risk is allowed to show itself. 
By taking steps now to reduce emissions. 
EPA will be able to reduce substantially 
the risk that severe illness and death will 
occur in the future as a result of present 
and prolonged community exposure to 
vinyl chloride. 

EPA's conclusions are supported by 
The Evaluation of Environmental Car¬ 
cinogens" which was completed on April 
22. 1970. by the Ad Hoc Committee on 
the Evaluation of Low Levels of Envi¬ 
ronmental Chemical Carcinogens. The 


Ad Hoc Committee was formed in re¬ 
sponse to a request by the Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Health and Scienti¬ 
fic Affairs of the Department of Health. 
Education, and Welfare < HEW >. The 
Committee was to review the problems 
relating to the evaluation of low levels 
of environmental chemical carcinogens, 
to consider the scientific bases on which 
such evaluations can be made, and to 
advise the Department of HEW on the 
implications of such evaluations. The re¬ 
port to HEW includes the following con¬ 
clusions and recommendations; 

(1) "Any substance which is shown 
conclusively to cause tumors in an i m a l s 
should be considered carcinogenic and 
therefore a potential cancer hazard for 
man." 

(2) "Because the latent period in hu¬ 
man carcinogenesis is so long, epidemio¬ 
logic evidence develops only over periods 
of 15 to 20 years. Timely decisions to ex¬ 
clude materials from uses involving ex¬ 
posure to man. therefore, must be based 
solely on adequately conducted animal 
bioassays. Retrospective human evidence 
of risk must not be allowed to show it¬ 
self before controlling action is tak¬ 
en. Chemicals should be subjected to 
scientific scrutiny rather than given in¬ 
dividual rights; they must be considered 
potentially guilty unless and until proven 
innocent." 

<3) "No chemical substance should be 
assumed safe for human consumption 
without proper negative lifetime biologi¬ 
cal assays of adequate sixe. The minimum 
requirements for carcinogens Is bioassays 
should provide for adequate numbers of 
animals of at least two species and both 
sexes with adequate controls, subjected 
for their lifetime to the administration 
of a suitable dose range. Including the 
highest tolerated dose, of the test mate¬ 
rial by routes of administration that In¬ 
clude those by which man is exposed." 

<4> "No level of exposure to a chem¬ 
ical carcinogen should be considered tox- 
Icologically insignificant for man. For 
carcinogenic agents a safe level for man 
cannot be established by application of 
our present knowledge. The concept of 
‘socially acceptable risk* represents a 
more realistic notion." 

Several court decisions also support 
EPA's decision. In Environ mental De¬ 
fense Fund , Inc. v. Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency. 510 F.2d 1292 <D.C. Clr. 
1975K which questioned the protection 
of the manufacture and sale of aldrin 
and dieldrin. Judge Levanthal recognized 
(1) consideration of the long latency pe¬ 
riod in cancer. (2) the finding that the 
concept of threshold level has no practi¬ 
cal significance for carcinogens, and (3) 
the extrapolation to humans from ani¬ 
mal test data, as valid grounds for EPA's 
decision making. See also Environmental 
Defense Fund. Inc., v. Ruekclshaus. 142 
U.8. App. D.C. 74. 439 F.2d 584 (1971) on 
animal test data. Furthermore, in the 
preamble to the October 4. 1974. Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Administration 
< 08HA > regulation for vinyl chloride. 
The Evaluation of Environmental Car- 
cinogcns was cited as partial support for 
the level of the standard. This regulation 


was upheld by the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit in the case of 
Society of the Plastics Industry. Inc . v. 
Occupational Safety and Health Admin¬ 
istration . 509 F.2d 1301 <1975); cert, den 
sub. nom. Firestone Plastics Co. v. U.S. 
Department of Labor. 43 U.S. L. W 3623 
(1975). In its decision, the Court of Ap¬ 
peals stated that much of OSRA’s evi¬ 
dence for the regulation was based on 
animal exposure to vinyl chloride, with 
only indirect human evidence, but that 

. . . nevertheless, it remains the duty of 
OSH A to protect the working man, and to 
act even in circumstances where exiting 
methodology or research Is deficient. 

The panel aho stated that the evidence 
on vinyl chloride's dangers was "quite 
sufficient" to merit OSHA’s regulations. 

EPA considered several approaches to 
dealing with air emissions of vinyl clilo- 
ride other than regulating under section 
112. The main alternatives were taking 
no action, delaying action until more 
health effects da*a are available at lower 
concentrations of vinyl chloride, regulat¬ 
ing under section 109 and regulating 
under section 111. 

The alternative of. taking no action was 
rejected because vinyl chloride is a car¬ 
cinogen and noses a risk to public health. 
Vinyl chloride emissions arc expected to 
be reduced to some degree as a result of 
the OSHA standard which was promul¬ 
gated on October 4. 1974, <39 FR 35890 ) 
and which became effective on April 1. 
1975 <40 FR 13211). some State regula¬ 
tions for new construction of ethylene 
dichloridc-vlnvl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride plants and for ethylene emis¬ 
sions, and voluntary installation of con¬ 
trols by gome companies. The degree to 
which these oth*r efforts will reduce 
emissions is uncertain at this time, but 
it is not expected that It will be uniform 
or that ambient concentrations will be 
reduced to the same degree as they would 
as a result of the proposed standard. In 
fact, increased ventilation to the atmos¬ 
phere ns well as emission control equip¬ 
ment Is being used to meet the OSHA 
standard. 

The alternative of delaying the stand¬ 
ard setting would allow acquisition of 
additional information but it is likely 
that gang in the relevant Information 
would still remain. Due to the expected 
long latencv period between initial ex¬ 
posure to vinyl chloride and occurrence 
of disease, it will be many years before 
useful cpldcmio'oelcal data will be avail¬ 
able on the effects of lowered occupa¬ 
tional exposure resulting from the OSHA 
regulation. EPA has concluded that the 
nvailnb’e evidence indicates that ambient 
concentrations of vinvl chloride pose a 
public health risk and fhould not be al¬ 
lowed to persist until all information 
gaps are filled. If EPA were to wait until 
all needed data were available to estab¬ 
lish precise dose-response relationships, a 
standard could be long delayed and the 
public might be exposed to substantial 
and irreversible harm In the interim. 
Moreover, the risks to the public could 
increase as the industries expand. 
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The alternative of regulating under 
section 109 (National Ambient Air Qual¬ 
ity Standards) was rejected by EPA be¬ 
cause vinyl chloride is a localized prob¬ 
lem and section 109 Is usually more 
appropriate for regulating pollutants 
whose presence in the ambient air Is 
ubiquitous. Also, the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards/State Implemen¬ 
tation Plan process docs not provide the 
expedited means of control which Con¬ 
gress meant to be used for a hazardous 
air pollutant. 

The remaining alternative of section 
111 <Standard5 of Performance for New 
Stationary Sources) was examined very 
closely. Section 111(d). which would 
provide for control of existing facilities 
if new source performance standards 
were promulgated for vinyl chloride, has 
the following features: (1) regulation de¬ 
velopment under section 111(d) takes 
longer than under section 112; (2) the 
level of control may differ from State to 
State; (3) States may grant variances 
based on cost considerations only; and 
(4) the standard development mecha- 
mlsm Is a State rather than a Federal 
process. EPA concluded that these 
features are not appropriate In the case 
of a pollutant which fits the definition 
of hazardous air pollutant under section 
112. Section 112 was designed In part to 
avoid these features for certain types of 
pollutants, and EPA has determined that 
vinyl chloride is such a pollutant, 

A concurrent issue before EPA was 
what level of emission control could or 
should be required under section 112. 
Section 112 provides Uiat the Adminis¬ 
trator shall set on emission standard 
4, at the level which In his judgment 
provides an ample margin of safety to 
protect the public health from such 
hazardous air pollutants.” The problem 
presented was how this provision should 
be interpreted when dealing with an ap¬ 
parent non-threshold pollutant that Is 
hazardous at some level. The term “non- 
threshold pollutant” refers to a sub¬ 
stance which creates a risk of adverse 
health effects at all ambient levels 
(other than zero). An “apparent non- 
threshold pollutant” Is. quite simply, a 
substance which, on the basis of avail¬ 
able information, appears to be a non¬ 
threshold pollutant. An apparent non¬ 
threshold pollutant may be known to be 
•‘hazardous” within the definition of 
section 112 at some levels, and create a 
risk to public health at all levels. Vinyl 
chloride is such a pollutant. It clearly 
causes angiosarcoma other cancers, and 
noncarcinogenic disorders In animals, 
which have been experimentally exposed 
to vinyl chloride, and in people with oc¬ 
cupational exposure. However, an emis¬ 
sion standard for vinyl chloride cannot 
be established below a threshold level 
of effects because no dose-response data 
are available for the concentrations of 
vinyl chloride found In the ambient air. 
Further. It is EPA’s portion that for a 
carcinogen It should be assumed. In the 
absence of strong evidence to the con¬ 
trary. that there Is no atmospheric con¬ 
centration that poses absolutely no pub¬ 
lic health risk. The issue was how far the 


level of such pollutants should be 
reduced to provide “an ample margin of 
safety.” 

EPA considered that section 112 
might be interpreted to require a com¬ 
plete prohibition of emissions of any 
apparent non-threshold pollutant. This 
zero emission limitation would be the 
only emission standard whch would offer 
absolute safety from ambient exposure. 
This interpretation was rejected, how¬ 
ever, and EPA has determined that, in 
some cases, prohibition of all emissions 
of apparent non-threshold pollutants is 
not required under section 112. This 
determination is based on the following 
considerations. 

Complete prohibition of ail emissions 
could require closure of an entire indus¬ 
try. This would occur in a case such as 
vinyl chloride where there is no tech¬ 
nology to achieve a zero emission limi¬ 
tation and development of such tech¬ 
nology is not foreseen. Closure would re¬ 
sult in extensive economic costs in some 
cases, such as when the affected industry 
is of large size or there are no available 
substitutes for the products produced. 
The costs of a prohibition In some cases 
would be extremely high for elimination 
of a risk to health that Is of unknown 
dimensions. Banning production of 
vinyl chloride and polyvinyl chloride 
would have a negative impact on the 
producing companies, especially on the 
three or four companies which, accord¬ 
ing to EPA*s evaluation, are highly de¬ 
pendent on sales of vinyl chloride and 
polyvinyl chloride and might therefore 
be expected to fail if vinyl chloride and 
polyvinyl chloride production were 
banned. There would be an even greater 
impact on unemployment at the approxi¬ 
mately 8.000 fabrication plants which 
depend at least partially on polyvinyl 
chloride as a raw material. This impact 
would persist unless and until these 
plants could adapt their equipment to 
manufacturing substitutes. With regard 
to the consumer, there arc substitutes 
for about 85 percent by weight of the 
uses of polyvinyl chloride, but these sub¬ 
stitutes would, generally not be available 
for at least two years, would generally 
be more expensive than polyvinyl chlo¬ 
ride products, and would not necessarily 
have some of the desirable character¬ 
istics. such ns nonflammability, of poly¬ 
vinyl chloride. In view of the beneficial 
uses of vinyl chloride products for which 
desirable substitutes are not readily 
available, the potentially adverse health 
and environmental impacts from sub¬ 
stitutes which have not been thoroughly 
studied, the number of employees, par¬ 
ticularly in fabrication industries, who 
would become at least temporarily unem¬ 
ployed. and the availability of control 
technology which Is capable of substan¬ 
tially reducing emissions of vinyl chloride 
Into the atmosphere. EPA concluded that 
setting zero emission limits would be 
neither desirable nor necessary. 

An alternative interpretation of sec¬ 
tion 112 is that it authorizes setting emis¬ 
sion standards that require emission re¬ 
duction to the lowest level achievable by 
use of the best available control tech¬ 


nology in cases Involving apparent non¬ 
threshold pollutants, where complete 
emission prohibition would result tn 
widespread industry closure and EPA 
has determined that the cost of such 
closure would be grossly disproportion¬ 
ate to the benefits of removing the risk 
that would remain after imposition of 
the best available control technology. 
EPA recognizes that consideration of 
technology In standard setting Is not ex¬ 
plicitly provided for under section 112 
Congress never discussed the particular 
problem associated with apparent non¬ 
threshold pollutants. EPA, however, be¬ 
lieves that Congress did not Intend to im¬ 
pose the costs associated with complete 
emission prohibition in every case in¬ 
volving such a pollutant. The best avail¬ 
able control technology approach will 
produce the most stringent regulation of 
hazardous air pollutants short of requir¬ 
ing a complete prohibition in all cases. 
This interpretation of section 112 is the 
one which has been adopted for vinyl 
chloride. This approach was used in the 
case of asbestos, but has never been ju¬ 
dicially tested. The purpose of the pro¬ 
posed standard Is thus to minimize risk 
to public health by establishing an emis¬ 
sion standard which will reduce emis¬ 
sions to the level attainable with best 
available control systems. An emission 
standard based on best available control 
technology will result in different total 
emission levels and different ambient air 
concentrations at different plants due to 
variations in plant sizes and configura¬ 
tions. However, it will further the pro¬ 
tection of public health by minimizing 
the health risks to the people living in 
the vicinity of these plants and to any 
additional people who are exposed as a 
result of new construction. 

Sex xction or Source Categooics 

There are two major source catcgorle-s 
of vinyl chloride emissions: polyviny • 
chloride plants (41 existing plants 
which are responsible for approximates 
85 percent of the total nationwide emis¬ 
sions and ethylene dichloride-vinyl 
chloride plants (17 existing plants) 
which are responsible for about 11 per¬ 
cent of the total emissions. Both of these 
source categories are covered by the pro¬ 
posed standard. (For the purpose of clar- 
lftcation, ethylene dichloride and vinyl 
chloride are typically produced at one 
plant, but this is not necessarily the case 
The proposed standard would apply to 
plants which produce either ethylene di¬ 
chloride or vinyl chloride as well as to 
plants which produce both.) 

The remaining emissions are from 
about 8.000 polyvinyl chloride fabricat¬ 
ing plants and several other miscellan¬ 
eous sources. A monitoring program 
conducted by EPA at five fabricating 
plants indicated that ambient concentra¬ 
tions around the perimeter of these 
plants ore almost negligible. At three of 
the plants, no vinyl chloride was detected, 
and where it was found, the highest con¬ 
centration was 6 parts per billion <ppb>. 
As for as can be determined, all vinyl 
chloride emissions from the fabricating 
plants are due to residUAl vinyl chloride 
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In the raw materials coming from the 
polyvinyl chloride plants. Consequently, 
vinyl chloride emissions from fabricating 
plants will be minimized Indirectly as 
polyvinyl chloride plants, in response to 
the proposed standard and the OSHA 
standard, reduce vinyl chloride in these 
raw materials from as high as 1000 ppm 
to less than 10 ppm. For the foregoing 
reasons. EPA has concluded that no 
^standard for fabricating plants is neces¬ 
sary at the present time. 

Studies under contract to EPA have 
been conducted to identify miscellane¬ 
ous sources, their emissions and possible 
control technology. For purposes of EPA 
action, sources of vinyl chloride emis¬ 
sions other than ethylene dichloride- 
vinyl chloride plants, polyvinyl chloride 
plants, and fabricating plants are clas¬ 
sified as miscellaneous sources. In gen¬ 
eral* these sources either use vinyl chlo¬ 
ride for purposes other than polyvinyl 
chloride production or processing, or pro¬ 
duce vinyl chloride as a by-product. 
Preliminary reports indicate that there 
are 8 such plants and that they ac¬ 
counted for about 3 percent of the total 
estimated 1974 emissions from ail 
sources. EPA is continuing its research 
on vinyl chloride emissions from mis¬ 
cellaneous sources. Although the pro¬ 
posed standard docs not cover these 
rources, there is a possibility that EPA 
will conclude that regulations for them 
should be proposed at a later date. For 
the present, therefore, the proposed 
standard is applicable only to ethylene 
(lichloride-vinyl chloride and poly vinyl 
chloride plants, which are the largest 
sources. 

The proposed standard for polyvinyl 
chloride plants covers any plant where 
vinyl chloride alone or in combination 
with other materials is i>olymerized. 
Thus, the proposed standard Includes 
plants which produce homopolymers in 
which vinyl chloride is the only polymer¬ 
ized constituent and/or copolymers, tor- 
polymers, or any other polymers in 
which other raw materials in addition to 
vinyl chloride are polymerized. EPA con¬ 
sidered exempting from the proposed 
standard plants (six of the approxi¬ 
mately 41 existing plants) which produce 
a polymer In which vinyl chloride is less 
than 50 percent of the raw material 
polymerized. EPA decided not to exempt 
these plants from the proposed standard, 
because the total vinyl chloride emis¬ 
sions from a plant are more u function 
of the total quantity of vinyl chloride 
processed in the plant than the percent 
vinyl chloride contained In the resin. 
Furthermore, available data indicate 
that the processing equipment In these 
six plants is tire same as in the plants 
producing resin.; with higher percent¬ 
ages of vinyl chloride, so that the same 
control tecluiology can be applied and 
separate standards are not required. 
Since the available data on production 
of polyvinyl chloride resins containing 
less than 50 percent vinyl chloride are 
more limited than the data on \he pro¬ 
duction of resins containing higher per¬ 
centages of vinyl chloride. EPA urges all 
interested persons to submit factual data 
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on the production of these resins during 
the comment period. 

The proposed standard covers the pro¬ 
duction of ethylene dichloride only by 
oxychlorination of ethylene. Available 
data Indicate that there are no vinyl 
chloride emissions from direct chlori¬ 
nation of ethylene. 

As proposed the standard would apply 
to any ethylene dichloride-vinyl chloride 
or polyvinyl chloride facility, regardless 
of size. EPA recognizes that some small 
research and development facilities may 
exist where the emissions of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride are Insignificant and covering these 
facilities under the standard would be 
unnecessary and inappropriate: how¬ 
ever. EPA does not have sufficient in¬ 
formation available to clearly define 
which faculties should be excluded from 
the standard. ETA urges all interested 
persons to submit factual information 
during the comment period describing 
the size and operation of research and 
development facilities for ethylene di- 
chloride-vinyl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride, the emissions of vinyl chloride 
from these facilities, the amount of prod¬ 
uct produced and the disposition of the 
products. 

Selection or Emission Points for 
Regulation 

The sources of vinyl chloride emissions 
within typical ethylene dichlorldc-vinyl 
chloride and polyvinyl chloride plants 
and their relative contributions to total 
uncontrolled emissions are shown in 
Table 1. 

Tabu I 

Percent of lore/ 
a nront roiled emissions 
IUtumUod noitrce: at the average plant 

i A) Kthyiene dichloride-vinyl 
chlorlilr plants: 

(1> Fugitive emission source*... 27 

i2) Ethylene dichloride purifica¬ 


tion -....__ 11 

t3) Vinyl chloride formation and 

purification .. 54 

(4) Oxychlorination reactor. 8 


too 

{ B» Polyvinyl chloride plant*: 

(1) Fugitive emlftalon source*. 39 

(2) Reactor opening .. 3 

(3) Relief valve discharge.. 5 

(4 1 Stripper . 8 

<5: Monomer recovery system... 13 


iQl Sources following the stripper 
(slurry blend lank*, cen¬ 
trifuges, dryers, bulk stor¬ 
age etc).. 32 


100 

The proposed standard applies to all of 
the sources in ethylene dichloride-vinyl 
chloride and polyvinyl chloride plants. 
There are control technologies which 
have been used for each of the emission 
sources, and regulation of only some of 
the sources was determined to be less 
than best available control technology. 
Emissions from both normal operation 
and from relief discharges are to be reg¬ 
ulated. Relief discharges are included 
because they cause short-term high level 
emissions which can be prevented In al¬ 
most all cases. 

Two sources of vinyl chloride need ex¬ 
planation. First, the reactor may. in some 
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polyvinyl chloride plants, serve also os 
the stripper. When this Is the case, the 
regulation controlling reactors is appli¬ 
cable. Second, the definition of stripper 
for all resins except bulk resins includes 
“In the slurry form'* so that other ves¬ 
sels, eg. silos, following this stage of the 
process will not be considered strippers. 
Likewise, the definition of stripper for 
bulk resins does not Include silos. 

The proposed standard also applies to 
all known fugitive emission sources, in¬ 
cluding equipment used for loading (or 
unloading) vinyl chloride monomer into 
transfer equipment from storage vessels, 
slip gauges, leakage from seals on pumps, 
compressors, and agitators, leakage from 
relief valves, manual venting of gases, 
opening of equipment such as for mainte¬ 
nance and inspection, flasks used in ob¬ 
taining samples of vinyl chloride mono¬ 
mer, leakage from equipment, and Jn- 
process wastewater. Although the emis¬ 
sions from each of tliese sources when 
considered individually may appear rela¬ 
tively small, they are included in the pro¬ 
posed standard because when combined 
they represent a significant portion of 
the total plant emissions. Based on data 
reported to EPA by individual companies 
in the spring of 1974, fugitive emissions 
represented approximately 40 percent of 
the total emissions from polyvinyl chlo¬ 
ride plants and approximately 25 percent 
of the total emissions from ethylene 
dichloride-vinyl chloride plants. In proc¬ 
ess wastewater Is Included in the list of 
fugitive emission sources subject to the 
proposed standard because available data 
indicate that vinyl chloride contained In 
water exposed to the atmosphere Is lost 
rather rapidly. Precise measurements 
have not been mode to prove that this 
vinyl chloride is emitted to the air. How¬ 
ever. data on the solubility of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride in water Indicate that this is likely 
to be the case. 

For several of the fugitive emission 
sources, the proposed standard applies 
only to those pieces of equipment “in 
vinyl chloride service.” This term is de¬ 
fined to exclude pieces of equipment such 
as pumps and storage containers which 
are used to handle materials other than 
vinyl chloride and which contain essen¬ 
tially no vinyl chloride. 

Two fugitive emission sources which 
were considered for specific regulation 
but which are not included In the pro¬ 
posed standard as such are vacuum 
pumps and steam Jets. It was concluded 
that a separate regulation is unnecessary 
because more general regulations are In¬ 
cluded which already cover vacuum 
pumps and steam Jets. For example, 
steam Jets used to displace vinyl chlo¬ 
ride or other contaminants from equip¬ 
ment are covered by general regulations 
controlling the removal of vinyl chloride 
from equipment by any means. 

Rationale roa the Emission Limits 

The purpose of the proposed standard 
is to minimize the risk to the public 
health by setting emission limits which 
will reduce emissions to the level at¬ 
tainable with the best available control 
technology for each emission source In 
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ethylene dlchlorlde-vlnyl chloride and 
polyvinyl chloride plants. There are 
many technical decisions Involved In de¬ 
veloping a standard on the basis of “best 
available control technology/* Therefore. 
EPA established two criteria for making 
these technical decisions as follows: 

<a) First, the control technology must 
be in use in one or more plants in the 
chemical Industry and be generally 
adaptable for use at the plants subject 
to the standard within the time allowed 
for compliance under section 112, and 

ib) Second, costs were considered only 
when they were grossly disproportionate 
to the emission reduction achieved. 

In this Interpretation of best available 
control technology the degree of con¬ 
sideration of costs was limited. The pro¬ 
posed standard was adjusted for cost 
reasons only to avoid the large economic 
Impact of industry closure and control 
costs that arc grossly disproportionate 
to the emission reduction achieved. For 
example, the types of conceivable control 
measures which were rejected because 
they did not meet the established criteria 
for best available control technology In¬ 
cluded installing control technologies for 
which research Is currently being con¬ 
ducted or is planned, but which have not 
been used commercially; placing a bub¬ 
ble around an Industrial complex and 
venting all the air from the complex 
through an enormous control device: and 
installing double control measures, such 
as two Incinerators in series, which could 
achieve a small increment in emission 
reduction at a disproportionately high 
cost. A line balancing of costs against 
benefits was not undertaken. 

A further comment on this inter¬ 
pretation is in order to reveal one other 
consideration that went into the decision 
on this matter. EPA recognizes that some 
sources may still have economic diffi¬ 
culties in meeting a standard based on 
best available control technology. EPA 
does not Intend to guarantee that no 
facility will have to close in order to 
meet such a standard. It is Intended only 
that EPA have an alternative to setting 
an emission prohibition standard which 
would force widespread closures. 

In order to develop an emission stand¬ 
ard for each of the sources In ethylene 
dlchlorlde-vlnyl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride plants based on the guideline** 
which had been established for “best 
available control technology/* data on 
control systems were obtained through 
requests for information under the au¬ 
thority of section 114 of the Clean Air 
Act. on-site observation of plant proc¬ 
esses. consultation with Industry repre¬ 
sentatives and control equipment ven¬ 
dors. one emission test, and two studies 
completed under contract to EPA. 

Stack Emissions 

The proposed standard limits emis¬ 
sions from all equipment used in the 
ethylene dichloride purification process 
and the vinyl chloride formation and 
purification processes in ethylene dl¬ 
chlorlde-vlnyl chloride plants and from 
all reactors; strippers; containers for 
mixing, weighing and holding which pre¬ 


cede the stripper; and monomer recovery 
systems In polyvinyl chloride plants to 
a concentration of 10 ppm vinyl chloride. 
The proposed standard also requires 
venting of captured fugitive emissions 
through a control system from which the 
concentration of vinyl chloride does not 
exceed lOppra. In EPA*s Judgment, an 
outlet concentration of 10 ppm repre¬ 
sents best available control technology 
for these sources and can be achieved by 
Incineration, carbon adsorption, or sol¬ 
vent absorption. None of these control 
systems has been used by ethylene dl¬ 
chlorlde-vlnyl chloride or polyvinyl 
chloride plants until recently, and then 
by only a few plants. Therefore, even 
though EPA has made a concentrated 
effort to obtain data on application of 
these control systems for reduction in 
vinyl chloride emissions, there are few 
data available demonstrating the effec¬ 
tiveness of these control systems when 
Installed at ethylene dlchlortde-vinyl 
chloride or polyvinyl chloride plants. 
EPA did conduct a source test on one 
Incinerator Installed at an ethylene dl¬ 
chlorlde-vlnyl chloride plant. The test 
demonstrated control to a level below 
the proposed limit of 10 ppm. One poly¬ 
vinyl chloride producer has recently in¬ 
stalled a carbon adsorption unit to con¬ 
trol vinyl chloride emissions from the 
monomer recovery system and the blend 
tanks. During the time In which the unit 
has been operated, it has gone through 
more than 700 regenerating cycles, and 
the vinyl chloride content in the exit 
gas stream has been reported to be below 
10 ppm. In addition, one vendor of ac¬ 
tivated carbon has submitted data from 
laboratory studies on the control of vinyl 
chloride by carbon adsorption. The ven¬ 
dor’s conclusions from the studies, based 
on 15 cycles of operation, were that ac¬ 
tivated carbon readily adsorbs vinyl 
chloride in concentrations ranging from 
50 ppm to over 300.000 ppm; 100 percent 
removal of vinyl chloride Is technically 
feasible using dual beds of activated car¬ 
bon; activated carbon saturated with 
vinyl chloride can be regenerated ln- 
place using either steam or hot nitrogen 
to desorb the vlnylchlorlde: and no po¬ 
lymerization of vinyl chloride occurs on 
the bed. Data are available for a solvent 
absorption unit which controls emissions 
from the monomer recovery system In a 
polyvinyl chloride plant to a concentra¬ 
tion of 15 ppm: in EPA’s Judgment, how¬ 
ever. this particular system, which Is 
relatively old and was not designed spe¬ 
cifically for vinyl chloride control, docs 
not represent the full capability of sol¬ 
vent absorption In reducing vinyl chlo¬ 
ride emissions. EPA believes, however, 
that on updated solvent adsorpt ion unit, 
os well as an incinerator or a carbon 
adsorption unit, will be capable of meet¬ 
ing the proposed standard. 

The proposed standard limits vinyl 
chloride emissions from the oxychlori- 
nation reactor in ethylene dlchlorlde- 
vlnyl chloride plants ot 0.02 kg/100 kg 
ethylene dlchloride product. Based on 
individual plants* measurements of vinyl 
chloride reported to EPA under section 
114 of the Clean Air Act, this emission 


level represents the best available con¬ 
trol technology through control of pro¬ 
cess variables and can be met at most 
plants by maintaining operations so thnt 
the emission rate (kg/100 kg) does net 
Increase. Incinerators or equivalent add¬ 
on control technology may have to be 
used to attain the proposed standard at 
a maximum of one existing plant which 
has relatively large emissions (In addi¬ 
tion to a few companies which have al¬ 
ready installed, or are already planninT 
to Install, incinerators). 

EPA considered proposing an emission 
limit for the oxychlorinntlon reactor 
representing best available control tech¬ 
nology by incineration or equivalent con¬ 
trol at all plants. This, in conjunction 
with the proposed emission limits for the 
other sources in ethylene dlchlorlde-vlnyl 
chloride plants, would reduce the total 
emissions from the average plant by 97 
percent. Incineration has been demon¬ 
strated as a method of control for the 
three major emission sources in ethylene 
dlchlorlde-vlnyl chloride plants. The oxy- 
chlorlnatlon reactor, however, has a 
large volume, low hydrocarbon concen¬ 
tration effluent gas stream, and large 
quantities of supplemental fuel w'ould fce 
required for combustion of Its emissions 
(296.000 million cu. ft. of gas/yr at an 
average plant). In comparison*, combus¬ 
tion of emissions from the other two 
major emission points would requtre neg¬ 
ligible supplemental fuel. One company 
has reduced the gas volume from the 
oxychlorination reactor and the asso¬ 
ciated energy costs by recycling the 
process gas stream using oxygen instead 
of air to feed into the process. A second 
company is also planning to Install thi3 
technology. Although the recycling and 
oxygen feed methodology can be used 
for two types of oxychlorinatlon reac¬ 
tors. further research would be needed 
to determine whether this technology 
can be used for each of the types of 
processes at all of the plants. A third 
company is conducting a pilot study on 
controlling the oxychlorinatlon reactor 
emissions with catalytic oxidation, an¬ 
other method for reducing the high 
energy costs. Tills system has not been 
used commercially for the oxychlortn:’- 
tlon reactor, and it Is not knowm at this 
time whether It will be technically fea¬ 
sible for the plants to use. The oxychlon- 
natton reactor represents a relatively 
small emission source (8 percent of the 
uncontrolled emissions) at an avemB? 
plank EPA concluded that the energy 
costs of incinerating the large volume, 
low concentration effluent gas stream 
from the oxychlorinatlon reactor at the 
average plant would be grossly dispro¬ 
portionate to the emission reduction 
achieved, and the measures which are 
being used or studied for reducing the 
energy costs are not available for all of 
the types of oxychlorinatlon processes. 
Thus, the alternative requiring Inciner¬ 
ation or equivalent control at all plants 
W'rs rejected. 

Since the oxychlorinatlon reactor does 
contribute only a small percentage of the 
total emissions at an average plant, EPA 
also considered proposing no standard 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 348—WEDNESDAY. DECEMBER 34, 1975 





PROPOSED RULES 


59537 


for It at all. The proposed emission lim¬ 
its for the other two emission points and 
the fugitive emission sources would still 
reduce emissions by 90 percent at an 
average plant. Due to process variables, 
however* there is a wide range in the 
reported emissions from the oxychlori- 
i.ution reactor at the various plants from 
0 0024 kg/100 kg to 0.106 kg/100 kg eth¬ 
ylene dichlorldc product (0.0024 lb/100 
lb to 0.06 lb/100 lb). In terms of mass 
i missions per unit time, the emission 
rates vary between 0.5 to 46.3 kg/hr (1.2 
to 103 Ib/hr). In EPA’s judgment, the 
energy costs associated with incineration 
of the emissions from the oxychlorina- 
tion reactor would not be grossly dis¬ 
proportionate to the emission reduction 
achieved at those plants with the emis¬ 
sion rates at the upper end of this range. 

Thus, the proposed emission limit is 
essentially a cut-off point which requires 
the plants at the upper end of the range 
to reduce emissions preferably by Insti¬ 
tuting process changes, and if this is not 
i^ossible, by installing incinerators or 
equivalent add-on control. Based on 
available data, emissions from the oxy- 
• i.lortnation reactor at the majority of 
the existing plants meeting the proposed 
standard would be below 4.5 kg/hr (10 
lb/ hr) and the emissions from no plant 
would exceed 9.0 kg/hr (20 Ib/hr). Al¬ 
though establishing the standard in this 
way does not result in os great an emis¬ 
sion reduction as installation of incinera¬ 
tors or equivalent control for the oxy- 
< hlorination reactor at all of the plants, 
the proposed standard Is based on a con- 
Kieration of costs only where the energy 
costs would be grossly disproportionate 
to the emission reduction achieved. Fur¬ 
thermore, as technologies using less en¬ 
ergy for controlling the oxychlorination 
reactor are developed. EPA will evaluate 
the desirability of proposing standards 
which would require a higher degree of 
control at all plants. 

The proposed standard limits, for 
polyvinyl chloride plants, the emissions 
from process equipment following the 
stripping operation in the manufacture 
of dispersion resins (except latex resins) 
to 0.2 kg/100 kg product and in the man¬ 
ufacture of all other resins (including 
latex resins) to 0.04 kg/100 kg product. 
One way in which these emission levels 
can be attained is by reducing the resid¬ 
ual vinyl chloride monomer in dispersion 
resins to 2000 ppm or less and In all other 
resins to 400 ppm or less during the 
‘•tripping operation. This reduction must 
be completed before the resins continue 
through the processing equipment fol¬ 
lowing the stripper. This type of control 
is referred to as improved stripping 
technology. The proposed standard per¬ 
mits averaging of emissions to the extent 
that the vinyl chloride content in ail 
grades of any one resin type completing 
the stripping operation at a plant site 
In one calendar day can be averaged over 
the 24 hour period. I "Resin type" refers 
to the broad classification of a resin ac¬ 
cording to the process by which it is 
manufactured (e.g. dispersion, suspen¬ 
sion. bulk, latex, and solution). “Resin 
ffrade" Is the subcategory of “resin type" 
which describes a resin as a unique resin. 


Le. the most exact description of a resin 
with no further subdivision.) These 
emission levels can also be met by add-on 
control devices, such as incinerators. EPA 
discourages use of the add-on control 
devices, however, because unlike Im¬ 
proved stripping they do not result in a 
lower vinyl chloride content in the poly¬ 
vinyl chloride resin going to fabricating 
plants. Furthermore, these devices arc 
far more energy consuming for these 
particular emission sources than im¬ 
proved stripping technology and achieve 
no more emission control. In fact, these 
devices have not been used commercially 
to control the emissions from most of 
this particular process equipment, be¬ 
cause they arc much more expensive for 
the plants to use than Improved strip¬ 
ping technology. In EPA's Judgment, 
however, there is no technical reason 
why they could not be applied. 

In developing the proposed standard 
for process equipment following the 
stripper, it was necessary for EPA to 
make decisions concerning the levels of 
control which should be required for the 
various resin types and the desirability of 
allowing averaging among resin grades. 
Stripping technology has been used com¬ 
mercially at polyvinyl chloride plants in 
the past, but the technology has been de¬ 
signed to perform only to the extent nec¬ 
essary to recover raw materials for eco¬ 
nomic purposes rather than for emission 
reduction- More recently, as a result of 
the October 4. 1974, 08HA standard 
polyvinyl chloride resin producers have 
been motivated to develop stripping tech¬ 
nology to reduce further the vinyl chlo¬ 
ride content in resins during the strip¬ 
ping operation. By improving stripping 
technology producers will not only reduce 
in-plant exposure levels as required but 
will also satisfy fabricator demand for 
resins which have low concentrations of 
vinyl chloride and thus do not cause the 
fabricators to be In violation of the 08HA 
standard. Some companies have devoted 
more time and resources to improve the 
effectiveness of stripping as an emission 
control measure than have other com¬ 
panies. Optimum stripping consists of a 
set of operating conditions which must 
be developed experimentally on an in¬ 
dividual basis for the many resins. Based 
on information supplied to EPA by in¬ 
dividual companies which have devoted 
time and resources to develop improved 
stripping. EPA concluded that technology 
is currently available to strip the major¬ 
ity of resins, except dispersion resins, to 
400 ppm or lower. This same degree of 
control is achievable through add-on de¬ 
vices. 

Some resins are more difficult to strip 
than other resins due to differences in 
characteristics such as porosity and heat 
sensitivity. Whereas current stripping 
technology can reduce the residuaL vinyl 
chloride content in the majority of the 
resins other than dispersion resins to be¬ 
low 400 ppm (and in some cases far be¬ 
low 400 ppm>, it can reduce the vinyl 
chloride content in a few resins only to 
levels as high as 4000 ppm. EPA considered 
proposing a separate standard based on 
best available control technology for cadi 
of the different grades of resin. This 


could have conceivably been done based 
on theoretical factors. However, EPA 
concluded that it would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to do this, because the reduc¬ 
tions that can be achieved depend on a 
given system and must be determined by 
actual measurements on a particular res¬ 
in for a particular set of conditions. The 
large number of resin grades makes it 
Impractical for EPA to conduct individ¬ 
ual testing for each one. Available data 
indicate that most of the companies pro¬ 
duce several grades of resin simultane¬ 
ously and that when the grades are aver¬ 
aged on a dally basis, the number of res¬ 
ins which can be stripped to lower than 
400 ppm is sufficient to offset the few 
resins which cannot be. The proposed 
standard allows an averaging time of 24 
hours because, if a plant were process¬ 
ing several grades simultaneously and 
one grade could not be stripped to 400 
ppm, the total emissions from stripping 
nil grades to an average of 400 ppm would 
be no greater than stripping each grade 
to 400 ppm. The alternative of increas¬ 
ing the averaging time to a week or 
month was rejected because this would 
permit higher peak emission levels than 
averaging on a 24-hour basis. 

81nce stripping technology in currently 
in the development stage, it fa possible 
that lower levels of emissions will be 
achievable before promulgation of the 
proposed standard. Interested parties are 
Invited to submit, during the comment 
period, factual data on the status of 
stripping technology. If data become 
available which warrant a substantial 
change in the level of the emission limi¬ 
tation, EPA will announce a revision to 
the proposed standard in the Federal 
Recester and invite the public to com¬ 
ment on it. Interested persons are also 
invited to comment on the averaging con¬ 
cept included in the proposal, because 
EPA recognizes that permitting averag¬ 
ing across resin grades on a daily basis 
may give an advantage to the larger com¬ 
panies producing a number of resin 
grades each day. 

A separate standard fa being proposed 
for dispersion resins. EPA considered the 
alternative of proposing the standard so 
that dispersion resins would have to be 
stripped to the same level as other resins. 
For several reasons, however, technology 
to strip residual vinyl chloride monomer 
from dispersion resins has not been de¬ 
veloped to the some degree as it has for 
other resins. First, information submitted 
to EPA under section 114 of the Act indi¬ 
cates that dispersion resins are more 
difficult to strip with conventional tech¬ 
niques than are other resins, because 
the higher temperatures which can be 
applied to other resins destroy the stabil¬ 
ity of dispersion resins and thus the 
quality of the product. 8ccond. polyvinyl 
chloride producers have devoted more 
research and development time to im¬ 
proving conventional stripping for other 
resins than to developing new technology 
for dispersion resins, because dispersion 
resins represent only about 13 percent of 
the total production. Furthermore, the 
Incentive to improve stripping to satisfy 
fabricator demands for low-monomer 
content product does not exist for dfa- 


FCOwIAt REGISTER. VOl. 40, NO. 248—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24. 1973 








59538 


PROPOSED RULES 


perslon resins, because the product has 
always been low In monomer content ns 
a result of loss of almost all of the rcsid- 
uni monomer to the atmosphere during 
the drying operation which occurs niter 
stripping. In general, the loss In drying 
dispersion resins la proportionately 
higher than in drying other resins. For 
these reasons, technology has not been 
demonstrated for stripping dispersion 
resins to the degree that the proposed 
standard requires other resins to be 
stripped to MOO ppm). Based on Infor¬ 
mation received under section 114 of the 
Clean Air Act from Individual companies 
on research and development of stripping 
technology for dispersion resins. It ap¬ 
pears that the most optimistic company 
will not be able to achieve stripping to 
levels of 400 ppm for nt least four years. 
Thus. EPA concluded that the time re¬ 
quired for research and development of 
such technology far exceeds the maxi¬ 
mum time allowed by section 112 for 
compliance (two years from the date of 
promulgation or two and a half years 
from the date of proposal). Furthermore, 
this level of control cannot be achieved in 
the manufacture of dispersion resins by 
add-on controls, and therefore no op¬ 
tions to undeveloped stripping technology 
would be available for use by the plants. 
Therefore, this alternative could necessi¬ 
tate closure of dispersion resin plants 
until the controls could be developed. As 
already’ stated. EPA concluded that best 
available control technology rather than 
closure of plants would be the approach 
adopted for the proposed standard. 

EPA also considered the alternative of 
proposing the standard to require a level 
of stripping which has been demon¬ 
strated for all dispersion resin grades at 
all plants; i.e., essentially no control of 
emissions from sources following the 
stripper. This alternative was rejected 
because, as has already been explained, 
the polyvinyl chloride companies have 
Just recently begun to improve stripping 
technology for dispersion resins, and 
EPA determined that currently used 
techniques do not represent best control 
technology. Based on available data, it 
is judged that by the time the proposed 
standard must be implemented. Improved 
stripping technology could be available 
for plants to use. If this alternative were 
selected as the basis for the proposed’ 
standard, it would provide no incentive 
to further develop existing stripping 
techniques to control emissions. Fur¬ 
thermore. although they are more costly 
in terms of energy, environmental, ana 
economic impacts, add-on controls <c.g. 
Incinerators) are available which could 
be used to reduce emissions to a much 
lower level than that represented by this 
alternative. 

EPA, therefore, attempted to deter¬ 
mine the degree of stripping which eould 
be accomplished for dispersion resins 
by best control technology. 8ection 112 
requires existing plants to comply with 
a standard within 90 days of promulga¬ 
tion, but it provides for waivers up to 
two years (two and a half years from 
proposal) for control If '‘steps will be 
taken during the period of waiver to 
assure that the health of persons will be 


protected from imminent endanger- 
ment.” EPA therefore endeavored to de¬ 
termine the degree of control technology 
development that is likely over the next 
two and a half years. Under the author¬ 
ity of section 114 of the Act. EPA con¬ 
tacted the ten companies that manufac¬ 
ture dispersion resins and requested 
information regarding the degree to 
w hich these resins can be stripped with 
technology developed In the next tw r o 
and a half years. Two of the companies 
do not plan to make dispersion resins in 
the future. Two of the companies re¬ 
sponded that they could not reach levels 
below’ 6,000 ppm. However, some com¬ 
panies have devoted more time and re¬ 
sources to improve the effectiveness of 
stripping as an emission control meas¬ 
ure than other companies. Three of the 
companies, which appeared to have de¬ 
voted more time to research and devel¬ 
opment of ^tripping technology for dis¬ 
persion resins, reported they w’ould be 
able to strip all resin grades to levels of 
2.000 ppm or lower. One of these com¬ 
panies is already stripping each of its 
resin grades to this level and another of 
the companies is stripping some of Its 
resin grades to this level. A fourth com¬ 
pany. which did not make any predic¬ 
tions, Is also stripping some of its resin 
grades to a level of 2.000 ppm. The pre¬ 
dictions of the other two companies 
ranged between 4.000 and 6.000 ppm de¬ 
pending on the resin grade. Based on 
information received from oil companies 
that are know*n to make dispersion resins, 
it is EPA *5 judgment that, for dispersion 
resins, best available control technology* 
through stripping can achieve levels of 
2,000 ppm averaged, as for the other 
resins, on a 24-hour basis. Add-on con¬ 
trol devices are capable of reducing 
emissions to a level equivalent to strip¬ 
ping to 2,000 ppm. Add-on control de¬ 
vices cannot reduce total mass emissions 
from the equipment following the strip¬ 
per in dispersion plants as low as they 
can in the manufacture of other resins, 
due to the type of dryer which is used 
at these plants. 

EPA considered proposing the stand¬ 
ard to allow averaging of residual vinyl 
chloride concentrations in dispersion 
resins with those in other resins, so that 
a plant could compensate for higher 
levels in dispersion resins by stripping 
other resins to a lower level. This con¬ 
cept is Judged to be inequitable because 
for some plants dispersion resins com¬ 
pose less than 5 percent of the total resin 
production and at other plants they com¬ 
pose 60 or more percent. EPA concluded 
tlvat it would be more reasonable to rec¬ 
ognize the significant differences be¬ 
tween dispersion resins and other resins 
and require application of best avail¬ 
able control technology to the process¬ 
ing of each. 

EPA considered proposing a standard 
which would require the emissions from 
slurry blend tanks and inprocess waste- 
water from equipment following the 
stripping operation to be controlled by 
add-on devices os well as by improved 
stripping technology. One relatively new 
plant decreased the gas volume of the 
exit stream from slurry blend tanks by 


replacing air with nitrogen and enclos¬ 
ing the tanks. A carbon adsorption unit 
was then installed to control emissions 
in the reduced gas volume. Although it 
has not been done by any plant in the 
industry, there is no technical reason 
why the Inprocess wastewater from cen¬ 
trifuges which follow the stripper can¬ 
not be controlled by a water stripper. 
Such control systems w f cre included in 
the economic analysis conducted by EPA 
The analysis showed that, if plants used 
improved resin stripping (as opposed io 
add-on controls) to meet the propos'd 
standard, the costs of these additional 
systems for slurry blend tanks and in- 
process wastewater w*outd be grossly dis¬ 
proportionate to the emission reduction 
acliievcd. Based on available information 
on the emissions from slurry blend tanks 
after stripping has been used to redure 
to 400 ppm the residual vinyl chloride 
content In the resin produced by an av¬ 
erage plant, the addition of an add-on 
control device w’ould further reduce 
emissions by approximately 0.5 kg/ hr 
(1 lb/hr), tc. the device would remove 
on additional 0.1 percent of the origin al 
uncontrolled emissions. Collecting the 
0 5 kg/hr would Increase the capital co$u 
of control to an average plant by abcut 
19 percent and the annual costs by about 
13 percent. Similarly, the installation of 
an add-on control device in addition to 
improved stripping for the vinyl chloride 
in centrifuge water would reduce emis¬ 
sions by no more than the add-on con¬ 
trol device for slurry blend tanks, and 
would increase the capital coats of con¬ 
trol U> an average plant by about 13 
percent and the annual costs by 46 per¬ 
cent. The large Increase in annual costs 
would be due to the large quantity ol 
steam which would be required to remove 
the vinyl chloride from a large volunm 
low concentration water stream. Fur¬ 
thermore. If these additional controls 
were required, plants using add-on con¬ 
trol technology would not be able to 
attain the same level of control as plants 
using Improved stripping technology 
The reason for this is that these plant., 
would already be using add-on controls 
and installing additional add-on con¬ 
trols would have little, if any. effect 
The proposed standard limits the emis¬ 
sions of vinyl chloride from opening of 
reactors, reactor entry purge, venting 
inert gases from the reactor, and any 
other contact of the reactor contents wit h 
the ablent air. to 0.001 kg/100 kg produ t 
One way the standard may be attained 
is by a combination of (1) reducing the 
number ol reactor openings by using hirh 
pressure water Jets, solvent cleaning, or 
other means to prevent the need to hana- 
clcan reactors and (2) displacing the 
vinyl chloride with water to a gasholder 
or recovery system before a reactor Is 
opened. The level of the proposed stand¬ 
ard is based on best available control 
technology as demonstrated by one 
plant, and there Is no apparent reason 
why the same technology.cannot be em¬ 
ployed at other plants, except plants 
which produce bulk resins. This tech¬ 
nology cannot be used for postpolymeri- 
zation reactors in plants producing bulk 
resins for two reasons. First, the pro- 
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duction of bulk resin is a dry process 
and water used to displace the vinyl 
chloride from the reactor before opening 
It would cause a contamination problem, 
second, since the resin product is air 
conveyed from the postpolymerization 
reactor, the reactor is opened to the at¬ 
mosphere after each batch. Manufac¬ 
turers of bulk restns can achieve the level 
of the proposed standard by evacuating 
the reactor several times and breaking 
the vacuum with nitrogen. The number 
of evacuations would depend on the vol¬ 
ume of gas in the reactor and the vac¬ 
uum Involved. 

A zero emission limit is being proposed 
for relief discharges which con be pre¬ 
vented. In most cases, such discharges 
from reactors can be prevented by meas¬ 
ures Including, but not limited to, prop¬ 
erly instrumenting the reactors to detect 
upset conditions, injecting chemicals to 
stop the polymerization reaction during 
upset conditions, venting the reactor 
contents to a gasholder (hiring upset 
conditions and ultimately to a recovery 
system, providing employees with im¬ 
proved training on preventing and han¬ 
dling upset conditions, and utilizing a 
stand-by source of power. For other 
pieces of equipment, increasing pressure 
due to Inert gases in the system can be 
relieved by manual venting to a gas¬ 
holder or recovery system. The condi¬ 
tions which lead to discharges can also 
be prevented In most cases by proper 
handling and transfer of vinyl chloride 
or materials containing vinyl chloride. 
Discharges which cannot be avoided by 
taking such preventive measures, such 
as those caused by natural disasters, will 
not be in violation of the proposed stand¬ 
ard if the owner or operator notifies EPA 
within 10 days concerning the nature and 
rause of the discharge. This notification 
provision is necessary to permit EPA to 
investigate the surrounding conditions 
and determine whether the discharge 
could have been prevented. For the pur- 
ixxses of the proposed standard, operator 
error is considered to be preventable. 

Fugitive Emissions 

The proposed standard includes emis- 
v ion limits for all known sources of fugi¬ 
tive emissions and is intended to mini¬ 
mize these emissions to the maximum ex¬ 
tent possible with available control tech¬ 
nology. Some of the emission limits are 
: umericaliy defined. Where it is infeasi¬ 
ble to state numerical limits, the stand¬ 
ard specifies equipment and procedural 
^qutrementa. 

All of the equipment and procedures 
' peclflcd for reducing fugitive emissions. 
*uch as removal of vinyl chloride from 
loading and unloading lines and process 
equipment before exposure to the atmos¬ 
phere. displacement of the contents of 
a sampling flask back to the process dur¬ 
ing .sampling, and capture and control of 
the emissions, have been used by one or 
more ethylene dlchlorido-vinyl chloride 
or polyvinyl chloride plants and are de- 
• rlbed in plant responses to Inquiries 
from EPA under the authority of section 
H4of the Act. 


For fugitive emissions, the proposed 
standard requires that the vinyl chloride 
concentration in process equipment 
greater than or equal to 5500 1 (1250 gal) 
In volume (other than reactors) be re¬ 
duced to 2 percent by volume at standard 
pressure and temperature before the 
equipment is opened to the atmosphere. 
This can be accomplished by vacuum 
pump or by displacement with water or 
inert gases. For process equipment that 
is smaller than 5500 1 (1250 gal) in vol¬ 
ume. the proposed standard requires that 
the amount of vinyl chloride in the 
equipment be reduced to 110 1 (25 gal) 
at standard pressure and temperature 
before opening the equipment to the at¬ 
mosphere. Any vinyl chloride removed 
from the equipment would have to be 
ducted through a control system. 

A cut-off point which requires that the 
vinyl chloride be reduced by a greater 
percentage in the larger pieces of equip¬ 
ment than in the smaller ones was es¬ 
tablished because: (1) the emissions 
from opening large equipment are much 
greater than from opening small equip¬ 
ment. even with the standard in effect, 
(2) the smaller equipment is not de¬ 
signed to use a vacuum or purge system 
to remove the vinyl chloride, and in some 
cases it is not designed to withstand 
pressure, and (3) at some point the vinyl 
chloride emissions from disconnecting 
the extensive equipment needed to re¬ 
move vinyl chloride from every section 
of pipe or other piece of small equipment 
and transfer it to a control system would 
be greater than the emissions from open¬ 
ing the section of pipe or other small 
equipment 

The proposed standard Includes a 
more stringent limitation for emissions 
from opening of reactors than it docs for 
opening of other equipment The emis¬ 
sion limit for opening of reactors <0.001 
kg/100 kg product) has already been 
discussed. The reason for the more strin¬ 
gent limitation for reactors is that, un¬ 
like other equipment the reactors are 
typically opened on a frequent and rou¬ 
tine basis. 

The same reasoning explains why the 
proposed standard includes a separate 
emission limit for emissions to the at¬ 
mosphere from disconnecting equipment 
<hoses, couplings, valves, etc.) used in 
the transfer of vinyl chloride from stor¬ 
age to transport vessels at ethylene dl- 
chloride-vinyl plants and from transport 
to storage vessels at polyvinyl chloride 
plants. Although the loading and un¬ 
loading lines are relatively small in vol¬ 
ume compared with some of the other 
equipment which can be opened to the 
atmosphere, they are used and discon¬ 
nected on a frequent and routine basis; 
i.e.. several times per day. The proposed 
emission limit for each loading and un¬ 
loading line requires that after each 
loading or unloading operation before 
opening any part of the line to the at¬ 
mosphere. the quantity of vinyl chloride 
in ail parts of the line that are to be 
opened Is to be reduced to 4.4 1 (1 gal), 
at standard temperature and pressure. 
Four and four tenths liters of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride at standard temperature and pres¬ 


sure is equal to about 0.0098 kg (0.022 
lb) of vinyl chloride. 

The method for attaining the standard 
would depend on the volume of the equip¬ 
ment to be opened to the atmosphere. If 
on entire hose is to be disconnected and 
opened to the atmosphere, the hose could 
be evacuated. However, more commonly 
there would be a couple of valves between 
the hose and the storage (or transport) 
vessel with a coupling between the 
valves. In this case, if only the coupling 
were to be disconnected and opened to 
the atmosphere, the percent reduction 
in vinyl chloride required would depend 
on the volume of the coupling. If it were 
4.4 1 (1 gal) in volume, it would have to 
be reduced to 760 mm Hg and if it were 
8.8 1 (2 gal) in volume. It would have to 
be reduced to 380 mm Hg. 

Also, during loading and unloading op¬ 
erations. the proposed standard would 
require that the emissions from the dis¬ 
charge end of slip gauges used to meas¬ 
ure the vinyl chloride liquid level in 
transport and storage vessels be cap¬ 
tured and ducted to a control system. 
Essentially, there would be no emissions 
from slip gauges. 

Leaks from seals on rotary pumps can 
e ssentially be eliminated by using double 
mechanical seals or pumps with no seals, 
such as the type with magnet to magnet 
drive or a canned pump in which the 
eddy current passes through the pump 
fluid. Leaks from seals on reciprocating 
pumps can be minimized by double out¬ 
board seals. Double mechanical seals can 
be used on agitators and compressors to 
minimize leaks. The proposed standard 
includes equipment specifications requir¬ 
ing that these methods, or equivalent, 
be used to minimize leaks from seals on 
pumps, compressors, and agitators. 

The proposed standard also includes 
equipment specifications requiring that 
leaks from relief valves be minimized by 
installing a rupture disk between each 
relief valve and the equipment served 
by the relief valve, or equivalent. An 
equivalent method of control would be to 
connect the discharge line from a relief 
valve to process equipment or to a re¬ 
covery system. If a rupture disk were 
used as the method of control, there 
would be a potential problem if a leak 
should occur from the rupture disk and 
cause a build-up of pressure between the 
rupture disk and the relief valve. This 
is expected to occur infrequently because 
the reason for requiring the rupture disk 
Is that it is leas likely to leak than a 
relief valve. Although the proposed 
standard does not require any specific 
equipment or procedures to prevent the 
potential pressure build-up, there are 
several methods available for the plants 
to use to avoid this potential problem. 
These include <1) installing a pressure 
gauge between the disk and valve and 
routinely checking the pressure, and (2) 
installing a ball check excess flow value 
between the disk and the relief valve and 
routinely checking for any flow from the 
ball check excess flow valve. 

The proposed standard would require 
capture and control of emissions of vinyl 
chloride bearing gases during manual 
venting from processing equipment. For 
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example. It would permit no manual 
venting of vinyl chloride to the atmos¬ 
phere to reduce the pressure In reactors 
during upset conditions or to remove 
Inert gases from vessels used to store 
vinyl chloride. The gases would instead 
have to be transferred to a gasholder, 
a recovery system, another piece of 
equipment (such as another empty reac¬ 
tor), or to a control system. With regard 
to reducing pressure in reactors during 
upset conditions, the issue has been 
raised as to whether permitting manual 
venting to the atmosphere could result 
in overall lower emissions than not per¬ 
mitting manual venting to the atmos¬ 
phere. EPA urges all interested persons 
to submit factual data bearing on this 
Issue during the comment period. 

The proposed standard minimizes vinyl 
chloride losses from sample flasks dur¬ 
ing sample acquisition by requiring that 
the sample be collected in a closed sys¬ 
tem. Vinyl chloride which could be lost 
to the atmosphere is instead flushed back 
to the process using this system. 

Tiie proposed standard requires de¬ 
velopment of and adherence to a for¬ 
malized program for detection of leaks 
from equipment In vinyl chloride service 
and elimination of these leaks. The for¬ 
malized program must Include a multi¬ 
point vinyl chloride detector and a port¬ 
able hydrocarbon detector. Rather than 
specifying the number of points to be 
monitored, the sensitivities of the multi¬ 
point detector, the •’vinyl chloride con¬ 
centration that indicates a leak, and the 
actions to be taken to repair leaks, the 
proposed standard requires each plant 
owner or operator to prepare a program 
plan containing these specifications and 
to submit the plan to the Administrator 
for approval. The plant owner or opera¬ 
tor It at the 83me time required to 
submit data on background concen¬ 
trations of vinyl chloride in different 
areas of the plant to use in determining 
the vinyl chloride concentration that 
should be designated as indicating a 
leak. Since the background concentra¬ 
tions vary among different areas of the 
plant, the definition of leak may also 
vary among different areas of the plant. 
EPA's decision on whether a program 
is adequate will be bas'd on (1) the date 
the program will be implemented, <2> 
the characteristics of the multipoint de- 
tor and portable hydrocarbon detec¬ 
tor (including the sensitivities of the in¬ 
struments) , (3) the number and location 
of points to be monitored in comparison 
with the number of pieces of equipment 
in viny l chloride service and the size and 
physical lay-out of the plant, (4) the 
proposed frequency of monitoring, (5) 
the vinyl chloride concentration<s> des¬ 
ignated as indicating a leak compared 
with the background concentrations of 
vinyl chloride in the plant, and <6> any 
other information contained in the pro¬ 
gram plan. This approach has been ta¬ 
ken because the number of points which 
need to be monitored and the back¬ 
ground concentrations of vinyl chloride 
vary depending on the size, configura¬ 
tion and age of a plant and. in the case 
of a polyvinyl chloride plant, on the 
number of reactors. Plans, therefore. 


must be tailored to the design of each 
individual plant. TMs approach gives 
each source the flexibility to develop a 
plan that it believes to be the most ef¬ 
ficient. 

Tire proposed standard includes an 
emission limit for inprocess wastewater 
which contains at least 10 ppm by 
weight vinyl chloride, measured directly 
as the wastewater stream leaves the 
process equipment and before It is mixed 
with wastewater from any other source. 
This cut-off point was selected because, 
based on data which are available from 
polyvinyl chloride plants, It distinguishes 
between the low volume wastewater 
streams with high concentrations of 
vinyl chloride and the large volume 
wastewater streams with low concen¬ 
trations of vinyl chloride. In effect, the 
proposed standard would require control 
of wastewater streams from pumps m-ed 
in the monomer recovery’ system and 
from monomer recycle tanks where 
wastewater, which has been entrained 
with recovered monomer is separated 
and removed. It would also require con¬ 
trol of wastewater which had been used, 
in accordance with other requirements 
of the proposed standard, to displace 
vinyl chloride in equipment before the 
equipment is opened. It would not re¬ 
quire control of wastewater which had 
been used in the polymerization of vtnyl 
chloride, if improved stripping technol¬ 
ogy were used to attain the proposed 
emission limit for the process equipment 
following the stripper. This wastewater 
stream was excluded because improved 
.stripping technology indirectly reduces 
the vinyl chloride content of the waste- 
water as well as the resin before the 
wastewater Is separated from the resin. 
However, if an add-on control device ts 
used instead of improved stripping, the 
combination of all sources of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride emissions following the stripping 
operation in the polyvinyl chloride plant, 
including inprocess wastewater. Is re¬ 
quired to meet the total mass emission 
limit. Thus, in this case, the concentra¬ 
tion of vinyl chloride in the inprocess 
wastewater w’ould not have to be equal 
to or greater than the 10 ppm cut-off 
point to be required to be controlled. 

The proposed standard for 10 ppm vi¬ 
nyl chloride in the wastewater can be 
attained by a stripper, which uses heat 
and/or vacuum to remove vinyl chloride 
from the water. The proposed standard 
in effect would require the vinyl chloride 
which is removed to be recovered by con¬ 
densing it into a liquid or to be ducted 
through a control device. Theoretically, 
by using tills method, the vinyl chloride 
concentration could be reduced to essen¬ 
tially zero. However, as the applied vac¬ 
uum and heat are increased, the ratio of 
water to vinyl chloride that vaporizes 
increases. During the vinyl chloride re¬ 
covery process, the water as well a^ the 
vinyl chloride condenses. Since the water 
etill contains some dissolved vinyl chlo¬ 
ride. It would have to be recirculated 
through the stripper. At some point, os 
the amount of water which is vaporized 
is increased, the separation of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride from water would be less efficient. 
For these reasons, the proposed stand¬ 


ard is 10 ppm. Although the standard 
permits some vinyl chloride to remain 
in the water, it is estimated that the vi¬ 
nyl chloride emissions from the low vol¬ 
ume. high concentration water stream-: 
at the average plant would not exceed 
0.5 kg/hr (1 lb/hr). At ethylene dlchlo- 
ridevlnyl chloride plants, strippers are 
already used as an inherent part of the 
process to recover ethylene dichlorid? 
from wastewater. Vinyl chloride is also 
removed from the wastewater. The pur¬ 
pose of the proposed standard Is to en¬ 
sure that the practice continues and that 
any vinyl chloride removed from the 
wastewater is recovered or controlled. 

Format or ttoc Standard 

With the exception of emissions fol¬ 
lowing the stripper in dispersion realn 
manufactures, separate standards have 
not been established for Individual proc¬ 
esses or companies. The applicability 
of carbon adsorption, incineration, or 
solvent absorption is not dependent eti 
plant age. configuration or type of 
process. 

The proposed standard specifies emis¬ 
sion limitations for individual emission 
points. An alternative would have been 
to specify a total plant moss emission 
limit in terms of kg/hr. This is not possi¬ 
ble. however, when using the best avail¬ 
able control technology approach due 
to the different sizes and configurations 
of plants. Implementing best available 
control technology at different sizes of 
plants obviously results In different emis¬ 
sions per unit time. EPA also considerv-i 
specifying the limits in terms of total 
plant emissions in kg vinyl chloride per 
kg product to be measured by material 
balance. Tills approach was rejected for 
several reasons. Due to the variations in 
configurations among plants, an emis¬ 
sion factor, which would necessarily re¬ 
sult in the application of best available 
control technology at each plant at all 
times, could not be developed. Further¬ 
more. either long-term or short-term 
material balances would have to be used 
to measure compliance with such a 
standard. Long-term material balances 
have the disadvantage of a long averag¬ 
ing time so that short-term peak emis¬ 
sions are not detected. Short-term ma¬ 
terial balances, on the other hand, nre 
impractical and imprecise due to the 
large volumes of material which are han¬ 
dled and must be measured, the multi¬ 
ple pieces of equipment in which resid¬ 
ual materials would have to be mea¬ 
sured. and the large number of points 
where loss to the atmosphere, to process 
wastewater, and solid waste would have 
to be measured. 

Numerical emission limits are used for 
each emission point where possible: how¬ 
ever. equipment and operating proce¬ 
dures are specified for some of the fugi¬ 
tive emission sources from which emis¬ 
sions cannot be measured or calculated 
or for which it would be grossly lmpra< - 
tical to do so. Generally, the reason that 
these emissions cannot be measured is 
that they are released into an uncon¬ 
fined area and often from many small 
sources, and there is no practical testing 
procedure for obtaining a reliable read- 
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Jng of omission levels. Where equipment 
or operating procedures are specified, 
plant owners or operators are generally 
permitted to use other equipment or pro¬ 
cedures, demonstrated to be of equiva¬ 
lent effectiveness. Primarily because fu¬ 
gitive emissions compose such a large 
proportion of the total emissions at eth¬ 
ylene dichloride-vlnyl chloride and poly¬ 
vinyl chloride plants, EPA has deter¬ 
mined that control of such emissions by 
.specification of equipment and operating 
procedures is preferable to the alterna¬ 
tive of leaving such emissions unregu¬ 
lated. 

For example, there are procedural re¬ 
quirements for the reduction of vinyl 
chloride to a specified concentration in 
equipment equal to or greater than 5500 
1 U250 gal* in volume before opening it 
to the atmosphere. Conceptually, EPA. 
could have proposed the standard In 
terms of a mass emission rate. This could 
be done by converting the concentration 
of vinyl chloride to its mass emission 
equivalents for an sizes of equipment. 
Mass emissions, however, could not be 
measured once the pieces of equipment 
were opened to the atmosphere because 
the emissions would not be confined. 
Consequently, if EPA hod stated the 
.standard In terms of a mass emission 
rate, it would have been necessary, in 
order to be meaningful, to state the 
method for determining compliance In 
terms of concentration of vinyl chloride. 

I e„ in the same terms os the procedural 
requirement is now stated. Stating the 
standard itself in terms of concentration 
is a much more direct approach and the 
only practical one. For equipment that Is 
less than 5,500 1 <1250 gal) in volume 
and for loading and unloading equip¬ 
ment, a mass emission limit in terms of 
liters is proposed. However, this cannot 
be measured, but must be calculated 
based on the volume of the equipment 
and the pressure In the equipment. 

The proposed standard includes equip¬ 
ment specifications for leaks from seals 
on pumps, compressors, and agitators 
and from relief valves. A numerical 
standard for emissions from these 
sources would be Impractical to enforce 
since there is no way to test emissions 
released Into an unconflned area. Even If 
a testing procedure were available, fre¬ 
quent routine testing of all pump, com¬ 
pressor, and agitator seals and relief 
valves to determine compliance would be 
burdensome. 

The proposed standard requires that 
samples of vinyl chloride be collected in 
a closed system so that any vinyl chlo¬ 
ride remaining in the sample flask from 
previous sampling flows back Into the 
process. Any vinyl chloride flushed 
through the apparatus In an attempt to 
collect a representative sample also flows 
back Into the process. Again, numerical 
emission limits cannot be specified be¬ 
cause emissions arc released into an un¬ 
conflned space and cannot be measured. 
For slip gauges and manual venting, the 
proposed standard requires that the 
emissions be captured and ducted 
through a control system. There is a 


numerical emission limit specified for the 
control system. 

Another problem requiring special 
treatment is valve leakage. It would be 
impossible to avoid all valve leakage. 
However, valve leakage can be held close 
to zero if a system of regular valve moni¬ 
toring is used to detect and repair leaks. 
If EPA were to specify a numerical limi¬ 
tation of zero, it would be impossible to 
meet at all times. If EPA were to specify 
a higher numerical limitation, it would 
permit more leakage than Is necessary. 
This would be inconsistent with requir¬ 
ing control of vinyl chloride emissions to 
the level attainable by use of the best 
available control technology. Therefore, 
EPA is requiring use of a regular pro¬ 
gram for leak detection and repair. 

In order to reduce the total emissions 
from reactors by limiting the frequency 
of openings, the proposed standard for 
reactor opening loss is specified In terms 
of a mass emission rate, i.e. kilograms of 
vinyl chloride per 100 kilograms of poly¬ 
vinyl chloride produced. If a concentra¬ 
tion standard were used, it would provide 
no Incentive for reducing the frequency 
of reactor openings. Furthermore, the 
amount of dilution air which could be 
used to weaken the effect of a concentra¬ 
tion standard is difficult to regulate. For 
these two reasons, EPA concluded that 
a mass emission rate would be the only 
effective way to specify the standard 

Due to the intermittent nature of the 
sources of the emissions, the proposed 
standard for control systems to which 
the captured emissions are required to 
be ducted is in terms of concentration. A 
major part of the polyvinyl chloride 
plant is a batch operation which causes 
intermittent emissions of vinyl chloride. 
Is addition, the fugitive emissions which 
are required to be captured and ducted 
to a control system in both ethylene 
dichloride-vinyl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride plants occur only on an inter¬ 
mittent basis. Because of the fluctuating 
air volumes and mass emission rates, it 
would be difficult. If not impossible, on 
the basis of available information, to de¬ 
termine the allowable mass emission 
rates from these control systems. 

The emission limit for the sources fol¬ 
lowing the stripper in polyvinyl chloride 
plants is stated in two ways which are 
essentially equivalent in terms of the 
quanity of emissions they allow. The 
reason the emission limit is stated in two 
different ways is that there arc two dis¬ 
tinctively different ways to control these 
sources. Different methods of measure¬ 
ment and enforcement are applicable to 
the two different control methods. If add¬ 
on control devices are selected as the 
method of control, stack testing must be 
used to measure the emissions from ail 
the multiple sources simultaneously for 
a minimum of an hour. If improved strip¬ 
ping is selected, the emissions could be 
measured in the same way. It is difficult, 
however, to use conventional source test¬ 
ing procedures to establish compliance 
bcausc of the large number of sources 
that have to be tested. A typical polyvinyl 
chloride plant has several slurry blend 
tanks, centrifuges, dryers, and storage 


silos. Even if the emissions from each of 
these sources were determined, the re¬ 
sultant value would not necersarily estab¬ 
lish the total emissions since monomer 
would still be escaping from the resin in 
bagging operations, warehouses, and rail¬ 
road tank cars. 

Where improved stripping Is used, there 
is a much more practical way for de¬ 
termining compliance. Improved strip¬ 
ping technology controls emissions by 
removing vinyl chloride from polyvinyl 
chloride resin before the resin moves 
through the remaining equipment in the 
process where the vinyl chloride would 
otherwise be emitted to the atmosphere. 
Therefore, the simplest way to determine 
total emissions Is to measure the vinyl 
chloride In the resin as it leaves the 
stripper and before It Is released to the 
atmosphere. Thus, if add-on control de¬ 
vices are used, the proposed standard 
Is stated in termi of mass emissions to 
the atmosphere; if improved stripping la 
used, tiie proposed standard Is stated in 
terms of the quantity of vinyl chloride 
In the polyvinyl chloride resin leaving 
the stripper. In both cases, the standard 
is stated in terms of a cumulative emis¬ 
sion Umlt for all sources following the 
stripper to be consistent with the pri¬ 
mary technology on which the standard 
is based <i.e. stripping). 

Another reason the emission limit for 
sources following the stripper is stated 
in two ways Is the necessity for two dif¬ 
ferent averaging times. For reasons al¬ 
ready explained, a 24-hour averaging 
time is desirable if improved stripping 
technology Is selected as the means of 
control. Determination of emissions by 
measuring the vinyl chloride in stripped 
resin is amenable to this averaging time. 
If add-on controls arc used, however, the 
24-hour averaging time does not have the 
some value. If only one emission limit 
were given, and It were stated in terms 
of allowable moss emissions with a 24- 
hour averaging time, any plants using 
add-on control devices to meet the pro¬ 
posed standard would have to test emis¬ 
sions from each stack for 24 hours in¬ 
stead of a minimum of one hour, as is re¬ 
quired under the proposed standard. This 
would be unduly burdensome for these 
plants. 

Stating the emission limits in two dif¬ 
ferent ways potentially allows plants 
using add-on control devices to emit 
slightly more emissions than plants using 
improved stripping technology. The two 
emission limits are equivalent if it is as¬ 
sumed that all residual vinyl chloride in 
the resin leaving a stripper is emitted 
into the atmosphere at the polyvinyl 
chloride plant. In fact, however, a small 
proportion of the vinyl chloride might be 
left in the resin when it leaves the plant. 
The discrepancy between emissions al¬ 
lowed by the two emission limits could 
be avoided by proposing one standard 
based on emissions into the atmosphere 
For plants using improved stripping, the 
method for determining compliance 
w'ould be to measure the vinyl chloride 
in the resin leaving the stripping opera¬ 
tion and In the same resin as tt leave* 
the plant; the difference between these 
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measurements would be emissions to the 
atmosphere between these two points. 
This method, however, creates enforce¬ 
ment problems, because the resin which 
is stripped in one batch Is typically 
blended with stripped resin from other 
batches, and it would be difficult, if not 
Impossible, to trace a batch all the wny 
through the process. Complicating this 
problem would be the fact that the resin 
may be stored at the plant for some time 
before it is shipped For these two rea¬ 
sons. it would be difficult, if not impos¬ 
sible. to correlate measurements of resin 
leaving the stripper with those from 
resin leaving the plant, and EPA would 
therefore not be able to determine the 
emissions from any one batch. In addi¬ 
tion to that, the concentrations of vinyl 
chloride in the resin, both in the stripper 
and in the product leaving the plant, 
would have to be averaged over a long 
time (more than thn proposed 24 hours). 
The long averaging time would not be 
desirable because it would permit more 
emission peak's and it would be more 
cumbersome to enforce. EPA concluded, 
therefore, that the most practical and 
direct approach Is to limit the concen¬ 
tration of vinyl chloride in the resin 
from the stripping operation. It should 
be pointed out that EPA has determined 
that this is an emission limitation; since 
residual vinyl chloride monomer left in 
the resin after stripping would be 
emitted into the atmosphere at some 
point, the limitation on residual vinyl 
chloride monomer tn the resin limits 
emissions and is, therefore, an emission 
limitation; it Is simply specified in a 
form which is compatible with the 
only practical method for determining 
compliance. 

To simplify enforcement, the proposed 
standard for the inprocess wastewnter is 
specified in terms of concentration of 
vinyl chloride rather than in mass emis¬ 
sion limits. If it were specified in terms 
of mass emission limits, not only the 
vinyl chloride concentration but also the 
water flowrates from each of the pieces 
of process equipment would have to be 
measured. Due to the large number of 
pieces of equipment involved, this would 
not be practical. 

Testing. Reporting. Recordkeeping 

Provisions which specify the require¬ 
ment's for testing, reporting, and record¬ 
keeping are included in the proposed 
standard. The purpose of these require¬ 
ments is to determine compliance with 
the proposed standard. 

Emission Tests 

Test Method 106 is proposed as a ref¬ 
erence method primarily for measuring 
vinyl chloride emissions from stacks. 
Portable hydrocarbon detectors or 
Method 106 can be used, except for post- 
polymerization reactors in the manufac¬ 
ture of bulk resins, to determine the 
degree to which vinyl chloride has been 
removed from equipment prior to open¬ 
ing the equipment to the atmosphere. 
For post polymerization reactors In the 
manufacture of bulk resins, these test 
methods are not appropriate because the 


reactor would be partially filled with 
polyvinyl chloride resin at the time the 
vinyl chloride concentration within it 
would have to be tested. Therefore, the 
proposed standard includes provisions for 
calculating emissions due to opening of 
the postpolymcrization reactors. Test 
Method 107 is proposed as a reference 
method for measuring the vinyl chloride 
content of polyvinyl chloride resin and 
inproccss wastewater. Multipoint vinyl 
chloride detectors and portable hydro¬ 
carbon detectors arc proposed as meth¬ 
ods for detecting leaks from process 
equipment. The proposed standard also 
includes a requirement that stack emis¬ 
sions be measured on a continuing basis 
with a vinyl chloride detector. This vinyl 
chloride detector may be the multipoint 
vinyl chloride detector required for leak 
detection, but does not have to be. Vinyl 
chloride in the samples collocted by the 
detector can be measured by gas chro¬ 
matography. or If it is assumed that all 
hydrocarbons measured are vinyl chlo¬ 
ride, by infrared spectrophotometry or 
flame ion detection. The proposed stand¬ 
ard allows, upon approval by EPA. the 
use of equivalent or alternative test 
methods. 

Reporting 

There are reporting requirements In 
the general provisions of Part 61 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations which 
would apply to the sources subject to 
the vinyl chloride standard. In addition, 
there are several different kinds of re¬ 
ports required by the proposed standard. 

First, an owner or operator must sub¬ 
mit to EPA an initial written report 
containing a record of emissions from 
the sources from which emissions can be 
measured using Test Method 106. These 
sources include ethylene dichloride puri¬ 
fication. vinyl chloride formation and 
purification, and the oxychlorination re¬ 
actor in ethylene dtch la ride-vinyl chlo¬ 
ride plants and readers; strippers; mon¬ 
omer recovery systems; and mixing, 
weighing, and holding containers in 
polyvinyl chloride plants. Compliance 
with the emission limitations for reac¬ 
tor opening loss and the sources follow¬ 
ing the stripper in polyvinyl chloride 
plants roust be demonstrated using ap¬ 
propriate test methods. Measurements of 
the vinyl chloride concentrations in the 
tnprocess wastewater at both ethylene 
dlchloride-vinyl chloride and polyvinyl 
chloride plants are also required as part 
of the initial emission testing. 

For those sources which have emis¬ 
sions which cannot be measured (fugi¬ 
tive emission sources), an initial report 
is required containing a written state¬ 
ment to the effect that certain pieces 
of equipment have been installed and are 
operating. These include equipment for 
minimizing leaks from seals on pumps, 
compressors, and agitators and from re¬ 
lief valves and equipment used for mon¬ 
itoring leaks. Also required is a written 
statement, to the effect that certain pro¬ 
cedures have been incorporated into a 
standard operating procedure and are 
being Implemented. These include such 
procedures ns removing vinyl chloride 


from equipment and from loading and 
unloading lines before opening them to 
the atmosphere and venting the vinyl 
chloride removed from the equipment or 
lines to a control system, venting vinyl 
chloride from slip gauges during loading 
or unloaoding operations to a control 
system, ducting vinyl chloride emissions 
from manual venting to a control sys¬ 
tem. purging the vinyl chloride In each 
sample flask back to the process duri g 
vinyl chloride sampling, and deteciin; 
and repairing leaks. 

A semi-annual report is required 
which is to contain a record of any 
emissions in excess of the proposed 
standard for the formation and purifica¬ 
tion processes in ethylene dichloridc- 
vinyl chloride plants and the reactor, 
stripper; monomer recovery system; and 
containers used for mixing, weighing or 
holding preceding the stripper in poly¬ 
vinyl chloride plants. These emissions 
must be measured by a vinyl chloride 
detector. The vinyl chloride detector re¬ 
ports measurements of vinyl chloride in 
terms of concentration. Except for Uic 
emission limit for the oxychlorination 
reactor, the emission limits for all the 
sources for which continuing measure¬ 
ments of vinyl chloride with a detector 
are required are stated in terms of con¬ 
centration. The emission limit for the 
oxychlorination reactor is stated In 
terms of mass per unit product. For the 
oxychlorination reactor, the vinyl chlo¬ 
ride detector can be used to measuic 
emissions at the same time that the 
initial stack test is being conducted 
using Test Method 106. The results of 
that test can then be used as a guideline 
in the future to determine whether the 
emissions measured on a continuing 
basis with the vinyl chloride detector 
are in excess of the standard. 

For polyvinyl chloride plants, the 
semi-annual report Is also required to 
contain measurements of emission', 
from reactor opening and. If improved 
stripping Is selected as the control tech¬ 
nology to attain the standard, from the 
sources following the stripper. Measure¬ 
ments of emissions from these two 
sources are required on a continuing 
basis because the control technologies 
required for these two sources are pri¬ 
marily procedures lather than control 
devices. Attainment of the standard for 
reactor opening would require a reduc¬ 
tion in the number of reactor openings 
in addition to displacing the vinyl chlo¬ 
ride from the reactor before opening 
One emission test, made within 90 days 
of promulgation of the standard, would 
give no assurance that the standard was 
being met on a continuing basis. With 
regard to stripping, the primary limita¬ 
tions on the degree of stripping being 
carried out are product degradation and 
processing time as its affects production 
rate. The degree of stripping is more a 
function of operating parameters than 
of the specific equipment being used. 
For this reason, even If all the equip¬ 
ment for stripping is installed and oper¬ 
ated. routine measurements must be 
made to ensure that the degree of strip¬ 
ping required by the emission limitation 
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it being carried out on a continuing 
basis. 

For both reactor opening and im¬ 
proved stripping, it is possible that the 
relationship between the emissions meas¬ 
ured and the corresponding operating 
procedures used to attain the emissions 
treasured can be established For im¬ 
proved stripping, for example. It may be 
established that for a given resin grade, 
a given set of operating conditions ' tem¬ 
perature, residence *imc, and pressure) 
will result in a certain concentration of 
vinyl chloride in the resin which is far 
below the standard. Likewise, for reactor 
opening, it may be established that a 
given procedure such as water displace¬ 
ment coupled with a given frequency of 
reactor opening will result in an emission 
level below the standard. The general 
provisions and the proposed standard 
provide lor waiver of emission tests and 
use of alternative or equivalent test 
methods. Under the authority of these 
provisions, EPA could, on an Individual 
basis, permit a plant to record certain 
parameters (such as temperature, resi¬ 
dence time, and pressure for improved 
: tripping) rather than emission meas¬ 
urements. 

Any relief discharge must be reported 
within ten days of its occurrence. These 
reports will be used to determine com¬ 
pliance and will permit EPA to study the 
circumstances surrounding the discharge 
to determine whether the discharge 
could have been prevented. 

Recordkeeping 

Each owner or operator is also re¬ 
quired to keep records of certain infor¬ 
mation. It is EPA’s Intention to require 
little recordkeeping In addition to that 
which would normally be kept by the 
plants. 

For example, the proposed standard 
would require keeping records of the 
concentrations of vinyl chloride meas¬ 
ured by the vinyl chloride dctector(s). 
Printouts from the vinyl chloride detec¬ 
tors) are adequate to meet this require¬ 
ment Information on detection and re¬ 
pair of leaks is required to be kept In 
log books. The purpose of this record¬ 
keeping Is to document that the proce¬ 
dures detailed in the program for leak 
detection and elimination are being cor¬ 
ned out. There is also a requirement for 
keeping records of the temperatures and 
pressures during reactor operation. 
Printouts from sensor Instruments arc 
adequate to meet this requirement 
These records can be used by EPA to 
determine occurrence of a discharge 
from relief valves. 

Other Methods for Determining 
Compliance 

In addition to the requirements for 
tests, reports and recordkeeping. EPA 
has at anytime the authority under sec¬ 
tion 114 of the Clean Air Act to require 
emission tests; inspect equipment, oper¬ 
ation procedures, or records; or obtain 
other information as necessary to deter¬ 
mine compliance with the standard. For 
example, an authorized representative 
of the Administrator of EPA may inspect 
the seals on pumps, inspect or observe 


the implementation of a Standard Oper¬ 
ating Procedure for removing vinyl chlo¬ 
ride from a piece of equipment before 
opening it, etc. 

Polyvinyl Chloride Particulate 

EPA considered establishing an emis¬ 
sion limit for polyvinyl chloride particu¬ 
late. Polyvinyl particulate is essentially 
the product resin which is lost from proc¬ 
ess equipment, such as dryers, storage 
bins and silos, bulk loading operations 
and baggers, and from resin transfer 
equipment at polyvinyl chloride plants. 
There are two potential health problems 
related to exposure to polyvinyl chloride 
particulate. First, polyvinyl chloride par¬ 
ticulate can be a source of vinyl chloride 
emissions. Second, studies of people oc¬ 
cupationally exposed to polyvinyl chlo¬ 
ride particulate and animals exposed ex¬ 
perimentally to polyvinyl chloride par¬ 
ticulate have indicated that the particu¬ 
late may possibly cause pneumoconiosis. 

Vinyl chloride emissions due to poly¬ 
vinyl chloride particulate would be due 
to the fact that it contains residual 
vinyl chloride monomer. The amount of 
residual vinyl chloride In the particulate 
is dependent on the physical properties 
(size and porosity) of the product being 
manufactured and the degree to which 
residual vinyl chloride has been stripped 
from the product before it reaches the 
dryer and os it goes through the dryer. 
The amount of residual vinyl chloride 
released from the particulate once it Is 
in the environment has not been quan¬ 
tified. 

The proposed standard would In¬ 
directly reduce the potential problem 
which may be associated with emissions 
of residual vinyl chloride from the par¬ 
ticulate through the control techniques 
(improved stripping or add-on controls) 
which would be used to attain the pro¬ 
posed emission limit for the sources fol¬ 
lowing the stripper. EPA evaluated the 
degree to which existing control equip¬ 
ment and tlie proposed standard would 
reduce this particulate problem. This was 
done by calculating the maximum quan¬ 
tity of vinyl chloride which could be 
emitted by the particulate. For the pur¬ 
poses of this calculation, it was assumed 
that an a typically large plant, equipped 
with the lowest efficiency particulate con¬ 
trol reported by the plants to EPA. emit¬ 
ted particulate containing the maximum 
Quantity of vinyl chloride possible if im¬ 
proved stripping were used to meet the 
proposed standard. Based on this cal¬ 
culation. it was estimated that the maxi¬ 
mum vinyl chloride emissions from the 
polyvinyl dUorlde particulate would be 
less than a tenth of a kilogram per hour 
or a fraction of a percent of the esti¬ 
mated total vinyl chloride emission rate 
from the same plant in compliance with 
the proposed standard. (If the plant used 
add-on controls instead of improved 
stripping to comply with this*standard, 
the vinyl chloride emission rate from the 
particulate would be even lower, because 
the add-on control equipment would in¬ 
directly result in better particulate con¬ 
trol). Therefore, with regard to the 
potential problem of polyvinyl chloride 
PArtkulatc as a source of vinyl chloride 


emissions, EPA has determined that the 
indirect impact of the proposed stand¬ 
ard on vinyl chloride emissions from the 
particulate makes direct regulation of 
the particulate unnecessary. 

With regard to the potential problem 
of polyvinyl chloride particulate as a 
possible cause of pneumoconiosis. NIOSH 
is currently Involved In experimental stu¬ 
dies on the effects of the particulate on 
animals. The extent of public exposure 
(as opposed to occupational exposure) to 
ambfcmt concentrations of the particu¬ 
late is unknown at this time. Ambient 
measurements of polyvinyl chloride 
particulate have not been made by EPA 
In the vicinity of industrial sources be¬ 
cause no technology Is currently avail¬ 
able for separating polyvinyl cliloridc 
particulate from total suspended par¬ 
ticulate. Most polyvinyl chloride plants 
are already equipped with relatively 
high efficiency particulate control de¬ 
vices. As datA become available from 
NIOSH and other sources on the health 
effects of polyvinyl chloride particulate, 
however. EPA may find that it is neces¬ 
sary to reevaluate the need to propose 
regulations for polyvinyl chloride par¬ 
ticulate. 

Impacts 

The Energy Supply and Environmental 
Coordination Act of 1974 exempted pro¬ 
posed actions under the Clean Air Act 
from the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969 that Federal agencies prepare en¬ 
vironmental impact statements on major 
Federal actions significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment. EPA 
has concluded, however, that voluntary 
preparation of environmental Impact 
statements would be beneficial for some 
regulatory' actions and has. therefore, 
prepared such a statement for the pro¬ 
posed vinyl chloride standard. However, 
this voluntary preparation of environ¬ 
mental impact statements in no w*ay 
legally subjects EPA to NEPA require¬ 
ments 

The beneficial, or primary, environ¬ 
mental impacts of the proposed standard 
would be reductions In vinyl chloride 
emissions from ethylene dichloride-vinyl 
chloride and polyvinyl chloride plants, 
and consequently, corresponding reduc¬ 
tions In ambient air concentrations of 
vinyl chloride and risks to health In the 
vicinity of these sources. Although the 
proposed standard would not eliminate 
all vinyl chloride emissions, it would fur¬ 
ther the protection of public health by 
minimizing emissions. For a typical aver¬ 
age-sized ethylene dichloride-vinyl chlo¬ 
ride plant, the proposed standard would 
reduce hourly vinyl chloride emissions 
from 176 kg to 10k?. This is approxi¬ 
mately a 94 percent reduction. For a 
typical average-sized polyvinyl chloride 
plant, the hourly vinyl chloride emissions 
would be reduced from 330 kg to 16 kg, or 
by approximately 95 percent. Percentage 
numbers for both source categories are 
based on an estimated 90 percent reduc¬ 
tion in fugitive emissions. 

There are several potential adverse, or 
secondary, environmental Impacts of the 
proposed standard. These include in- 
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creased atmospheric emissions of hydro¬ 
gen chloride, lowered pH of lnproccss 
wastewater due to hydrogen chloride, in¬ 
creased water consumption, small In¬ 
creases In the ounntlty of vinyl chloride 
released into lnproccss wastewater. In¬ 
creased solid waste disposal due to carbon 
used for adsorption and increased energy 
consumption. The types and degree of 
the secondary Impacts resulting from 
the proposed standard would vary from 
plant to plant depending on the type of 
control selected to meet the standard. 

The potential secondary or adverse 
environmental impacts of the proposed 
standard are either insignificant or will 
be minimised without additional action, 
except for two. First, EPA is currently 
Investigating the Impact of the proposed 
standard and Its effects of increasing 
water consumption and lowering the pH 
of plant effluent on the current effluent 
regulations, and will make adjustments 
jto the effluent regulations as deemed 
necessary by the study. Second, hydro¬ 
gen chloride Is already emitted by proc¬ 
ess equipment at ethylene dichlorldc- 
vlnyl chloride plants and by other petro¬ 
chemical plants in the complexes where 
ethylene dlchlorlde-vlnyl chloride plants 
ore typically located. An Incinerator 
used to attain the proposed standard 
at an ethylene dichloride-vinyl chloride 
plant could Increase its hydrogen chlo¬ 
ride emission by several fold. Typically, 
however, due to the corrosion problems 
which would otherwise occur both on 
plant property and in the community, 
plants use scrubbers to control already 
existing hydrogen chloride emissions. 
Hydrogen chloride emissions resulting 
from control of vinyl chloride emis¬ 
sions arc expected to also be controlled 
for the same reason. If even a moderately 
efficient scrubber 198 percent control) 
were used to control the hydrogen chlo¬ 
ride emissions resulting from Incinera¬ 
tion of vinyl chloride emissions, the in¬ 
crease in hydrogen chloride emissions 
from a typical ethylene dlchloride-vinyl 
chloride plant due to the proposed 
standard would be reduced to 35 percent. 
However, since diffusion model results 
indicate that under “worst-case*’ mete¬ 
orological conditions, the hydrogen chlo¬ 
ride emissions from the process equip¬ 
ment and the incinerator combined 
would cause maximum ambient concen¬ 
trations of hydrogen chloride in the 
vicinity of ethylene dichloride-vinyl 
chloride plants to be in the same range 
or somewhat higher than existing for¬ 
eign standards and National Academy 
of Sciences (NAS) guidelines for public 
exposure, EPA plans to further evalu¬ 
ate the need to control hydrogen chloride 
emissions. NAS Is currently preparing a 
report on the health effects of hydrogen 
chloride for EPA. A final draft of that 
report is scheduled for completion by 
the end of 1975. At that time. EPA will 
assess the hydrogen chloride problem. 

In accordance with Executive Order 
11821 and OMB Circular A-107. EPA 
lias carefully evaluated the economic and 
inflationary Impacts of the proposed 
standard. The economic analysis is con¬ 
tained In the “Standard Support and 


Environmental Impact Statement" and 
includes the costs of control systems 
which can be used to attain the pro¬ 
posed standard and alternative control 
levels and the impact of these costs on 
the vinyl chloride Industries and the 
public consumer. The total capital cost 
for existing plants to meet the proposed 
standard is $198 million and the total 
annualized cost is $70 million. 

Also. Included in the economic analy¬ 
sis were the costs of the EPA water efflu¬ 
ent guideline limitations which the 
plants will be subject to in 1983 and the 
OSHA standard for vinyl chloride. The 
total capital cost for existtng plants to 
meet the EPA water effluent guideline 
limitations is $83 million and the total 
annualized cost Is $17 million. The costs 
to the Industry of meeting the OSHA 
standard cannot be quantified at this 
time, but they are expected to overlap to 
some degree with the costs to meet the 
fugitive emission regulations. The capi¬ 
tal cost of meeting the fugitive emission 
regulations Is $37 million and the annu¬ 
alized cost is $25 million. 

The proposed standard w*ould not de¬ 
ter construction of new ethylene dichlo- 
rido-vinyl chloride plants or most types 
of new polyvinyl chloride plants. For one 
type of polyvinyl chloride plant (disper¬ 
sion process) that represents 13 per¬ 
cent of the Industry production, the pro¬ 
posed standard would significantly deter 
the construction of new plants that have 
capacities of less than 45 million kg/yr 
U00 million lb/yr> but would not deter 
construction of plants larger titan 45 
million kg/yr. Total costs for attainment 
of the proposed standard and the efflu¬ 
ent limitations are estimated to result 
in the closing of no ethylene dichloride- 
vtnyl chloride plants and four small 
polyvinyl chloride plants. These four 
plants are estimated to employ 30 people 
and account for approximately 0.5 per¬ 
cent of existing industry capacity. It Is 
estimated that the four plant closures 
resulting from Imposition of the pro¬ 
posed standard would have occurred if 
only the costs of fugitive emission con¬ 
trols were Imposed. 

It Is estimated that the price of poly¬ 
vinyl chloride resins would rise by ap¬ 
proximately 7.3 percent In order to main¬ 
tain precontrol profitability and also to 
recover the total annualized control costs 
necessitated by the proposed standard at 
ethylene dlchlorlde-vinyl chloride plants 
and polyvinyl chloride plants. This In¬ 
crease Is estimated to translate Into a 
maximum consumer price increase In 
goods fabricated from polyvinyl chloride 
resins of approximately 3.5 percent. Re¬ 
covery of effluent annualized costs plus 
maintenance of prccontrol profitability 
is estimated to add approximately 2 per¬ 
cent to polyvinyl chloride resin prices 
and result in an additional maximum 
consumer price increase of 1 percent. 

The notice of proposed rulemaking is 
Issued under the authority of sections 
112 and 114 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended Pub. L. 91-604 ( 42 UB.C. 
1857C-7, 1857C-9). 

It Is hereby certified that the economic 
and Inflationary Impacts of this proposed 


regulation have been carefully evaluated 
In accordance with OMB Circular A-107. 

Dated: December 16.1975. 

Russell E. Train. 

Administrator 

Subpart F—National Emission Standard for 
Vinyl Chloride 

§61.60 Applicability. 

This subpart applies to plants which 
produce: 

(a) ethylene dlchlorlde bv reaction of 
oxvgcn and hydrogen chloride with 
ethvlene 

(b) vinyl chloride by any process, 
and/or 

(c> one or more polymers containing 
anv fraction of polymerized vinyl chlo¬ 
ride. 

§ 61.61 Drfinilinnv 

Terms used In this subpart are defined 
In the Act In subpart A of this port or 
tn this section as follows: 

(a) "Ethvlene dlchlorlde plant" in¬ 
cludes anv plant which produces ethylene 
dlchlorlde bv reaction of oxvgen and 
hydrogen chloride with ethvlene. 

(b> ,# Vlnvl chloride plant" includes 
any plant which produces vinyl chloride 
by anv process. 

(c) "Polwinyl chloride plant" includes 
any plant where vinyl chloride alone or 
in combination with other materials is 
polvmerized. 

(d> "Slip gauge" means a gautro wtilrh 
has a probe that moves through the gas 
liquid Interface in a storage or transfer 
vessel and indicates the level of vinvl 
chloride In the vessel bv the phvsical 
state of the material the gouge dis¬ 
charges. 

(e) "Tvpe of resin" means the broad 
classification of resin referring to the 
basic manufacturing process for produc¬ 
ing that resin. Including, but not HmltM 
to. the suspension, dispersion, latex, bulk, 
and solution processes. 

t() "Orade of resin" means the sub¬ 
division of resin classification which de¬ 
scribes It as a unique resin. Le„ the m^t 
exact description of a resin with no fur¬ 
ther subdivision. 

(g) “Dispersion resin" means a resin 
manufactured In such a way as to form 
fluid dispersions when dispersed In a 
plasticizer or plasticizer'diluent mix¬ 
tures. 

(h> "Latex resin" means a resin which 
Is produced by a polymerization process 
which initiates from free radical catalyst 
sites and is sold undried. 

(I) “Bulk resin" means a resin which 
is produced by a polymerization process 
in which no water is used. 

<J> “lnproccss wastewater" means any 
water which, during manufacturing or 
processing, comes into direct contact 
with vinyl chloride or polyvinyl chloride 
or results from the production or use of 
any raw material. Intermediate product, 
finished product, by-product, or waste 
product containing vinyl chloride or 
polyvinyl chloride but which has not been 
discharged to a wastewater treatment 
process or discharged untreated as 
wastewater. 
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<k> “Wastewater treatment process'* 
includes any process which modifies 
, haracterlstics such as BOD. COD. TSS, 
and pH. usually for the purpose of meet¬ 
ing effluent guidelines and standards: It 
docs not Include any process the purpose 
of which Is to remove vinyl chloride from 
water to meet requirements of this 
subpart. 

il) “In vinyl chloride service" means 
that a piece of equipment contains either 
a liquid that Is at least 10 percent by 
weight vinyl chloride or a gas that is at 
least 10 percent by volume vinyl 
chloride. 

<ra) “Vinyl chloride detector* means a 
device which obtains air samples from 
one or more points on a continuous se¬ 
quential basis and analyzes the samples 
with gas chromatography or. If the 
owner or operator assumes that all hy¬ 
drocarbons measured arc vinyl chloride, 
with Infrared spectrophotometry, flame 
ion detection, or an equivalent or alter¬ 
native method. 

(n) “Portable hydrocarbon detector** 
means a device which measures hydro¬ 
carbons with a sensitivity of at least 5 
ppm and is of such design and size that 
it can be used to measure emissions from 
localized points. 

(o) “Standard operating procedure’* 
means a formal written procedure offi¬ 
cially adopted by the plant owner or 
operator and available on a routine basis 
to those persons responsible for carrying 
out the procedure. 

tp) “Run” means the net period of 
time during which an emission sample U 
collected. 

<q> • Ethylene dlchlorlde purification** 
includes any part of the process of ethyl¬ 
ene dlchlorlde production which follows 
ethylene dlchlorlde formation and In 
which finished ethylene dlchlorlde to 
produced. 

Or) “Vinyl chloride purification” In¬ 
cludes any part of the process of vinyl 
chloride production which follows vinyl 
chloride formation and in which finished 
vinyl chloride is produced. 

(8) “Reactor” includes any vessel In 
which vinyl chloride to partially or totally 
polymerized Into polyvinyl chloride. 

(t) "Reactor opening loss” means the 
emissions of vinyl chloride occurring 
when a reactor to vented to the atmos¬ 
phere for any purpose other than an 
emergency relief discharge as defined In 
9 61.65(a). 

<u> “Stripper” includes any vessel In 
which residual vim ! chloride is removed 
from polyvinyl chloride resin, except 
bulk resin, in the slurry form by. the use 
of heat and/or vacuum. In the case of 
bulk resin, stripper includes any vessel 
which to used to remove residual vinyl 
chloride from polyvinyl chloride resin 
immediately following the polymeriza¬ 
tion step in the plant process flow. 

$ 61.62 Fmi»«ion *landnrd for rtliylrnr 

ilirlilorkJr plant*. 

An owner or operator of an ethylene 
dlchlorlde plant shall comply with the 
requirements of this section and § 01.65. 

(a) Ethylene dlchlorlde purification: 
The concentration of vinyl chloride in 


all exhaust gases discharged to the at¬ 
mosphere from any equipment used in 
ethylene dlchlorlde purification to not 
to exceed 10 ppm, except as provided in 
161.65(a). Tills requirement does not 
apply to equipment that to open and 
meets the requirement In 161.05(b)(6) 
( 1 ). 

<b) Oxychiorination reactor: Except 
as provided in f 61.65(a). emissions of 
vinyl chloride to the atmosphere from 
each oxychiorination reactor are not to 
exceed 0.02 kg/100 kg (0.02 lb/100 lb) of 
the 100 percent ethylene dlchlorlde prod¬ 
uct from the oxychiorination process. 

§61.63 F.mt**ion utandnrd for vinyl 
chloride plant*. 

An owner or operator of a vinyl chlo¬ 
ride plant shall comply with the require¬ 
ments of this section and f 61.65. 

(a) Vinyl chloride formation and puri¬ 
fication: The concentration of vinyl 
chloride in all exhaust gases discharged 
to the atmosphere from any equipment 
used In vinyl chloride formation and/or 
purification to not to exceed 10 ppm, ex¬ 
cept as provided In 1 61.65(a). This re¬ 
quirement docs not apply to equipment 
that to open and meets the requirement 
in f 61.65(b) (6) (1). 

§ 61.61 F.mi«*ion standard for polyvinyl 
chloride plant*. 

An owner or operator of a polyvinyl 
chloride plant shall comply with the re¬ 
quirements of this section and f 61.65. 

(a) Reactor: The following require¬ 
ments apply to reactors: 

(1 > The concentration of vinyl chlor¬ 
ide in all exhaust gases discharged to 
the atmosphere from each reactor to not 
to exceed 10 ppm. except as provided in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section and 
161.65(a). 

(2) The reactor opening loss from each 
reactor to not to exceed 0.001 kg vinyl 
chloride/100 kg (0.001 lb vinyl chloride/ 
100 lb) of polyvinyl chloride product, 
with the product determined on a dry 
solids basis. This requirement applies to 
any vessel which to used as a reactor or 
as both a reactor and a stripper. In the 
bulk process, the product means the 
gross product of prepolymerizatlon and 
postpolymcrlzatlon. 

(b) Stripper: The concentration of 
vinyl chloride In all exhaust gases dis¬ 
charged to the atmosphere from each 
stripper to not to exceed 10 ppm, except 
as provided In 161.65(a). This require¬ 
ment does not apply to equipment that 
is open and meets the requirement in 
| 61.65(b) (6X1). 

(c) Mixing, weighing, and holding 
containers: The concentration of vinyl 
chloride in all exhaust gases discharged 
to the atmosphere from each mixing, 
weighing, or holding container in vinyl 
chloride service which precedes the strip¬ 
per (or the reactor if the plant has no 
stripper) in the plant process flow to not 
to exceed 10 ppm. except as provided in 
161.65(a). This requirement does not 
apply to equipment that to open and 
meets the requirement in |61.65<b)(6> 
(l>. 

(d) Monomer recovery system. The 
concentration of vinyl chloride in all ex¬ 


haust gases discharged to the atmos¬ 
phere from each monomer recovery sys¬ 
tem to not to exceed 10 ppm. except as 
provided In S 61.65(a). This requirement 
does not apply to equipment that to open 
and meets the requirement In | 61.65(b) 
(6X1). 

<e> Sources following the stripper(s): 
The following requirements apply to 
emissions of vinyl chloride to the at¬ 
mosphere from the combination of all 
sources following the stripper(s) [or tho 
reactor(s) if the plant has no strip- 
per(s>] In the plant process flow, in¬ 
cluding but not limited to. centrifuges, 
concentrators, blend tanks, filters, dry¬ 
ers. conveyor air discharges, baggers, 
storage containers, and lnprocess waste- 
water: 

(X) In polyvinyl chloride plants using 
stripping technology to control vinyl 
chloride emissions, the weighted average 
residual vinyl chloride concentration in 
all grades of polyvinyl chloride resin 
processed through the stripping opera¬ 
tion on each calendar day. measured as 
the resin leaves the stripper, may not 
exceed: 

(1) 2000 ppm for polyvinyl dispersion 
resins, excluding latex resins: 

(ID 400 ppm for all other polyvinyl 
chloride resins, including latex resins, 
averaged separately for each type of res¬ 
in; or 

(2) In polyvinyl chloride plants con¬ 
trolling vinyl chloride emissions with 
technology other than stripping or In 
addition to stripping, emissions of vinyl 
chloride to the atmosphere may not 
exceed: 

(I) 0.20 kg/100 kg (0.20 lb/100 lb) 
product from the stripper(a) [or reac- 
tor(s) If the plant has no strlpper(s)) 
for dispersion polyvinyl chloride resins, 
excluding latex resins, with the product 
determined on a dry solid s basis; 

(II) 0.04 kg/100 kg (0 04 lb/100 lb) 
product from the strippers Cor reac¬ 
tor (s) if tho plant has no stripper(s) ] 
for all other polyvinyl chloride resins, 
including latex resins, with the product 
determined on a dry solids basis. 

§61.65 Fmi«*ion Mnndnrd fop rthylrnc 
dirhloride, vinyl chloride ami poly- 
vinyl chloride plant*. 

An owner or operator of an cthylcno 
dlchlorlde, vinyl chloride, and/or poly¬ 
vinyl chloride plant shall comply with 
the requirements of this section. 

(a) Relief valve discharge: Except for 
an emergency relief discharge, there to 
to be no discharge to the atmosphere 
from any relief valve on any equipment 
in vinyl chloride service. An emergency 
relief discharge means a discharge which 
could not have been avoided by taking 
all available measures to prevent the 
discharge. Within 10 days of any relief 
valve discharge, the owner or operator of 
the source from which the relief valve 
discharge occurs shall submit to the Ad¬ 
ministrator a report in writing contain¬ 
ing information on the source, nature 
and cause of the discharge, the date and 
time of the discharge, the approximate 
total vinyl chloride loss during the dis¬ 
charge. the method used for determining 
the vinyl chloride loss, the action that 
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was taken to prevent the discharge, and 
measures adopted to prevent future dis¬ 
charges. 

<b) Fugitive emission sources: 

(1) Loading and unloading lines: Vinyl 
clilorlde emissions from loading and un¬ 
loading lines arc to be minimized as 
follows: 

(I) After each loading or unloading 
operation and before opening a loading 
or unloading line to the atmosphere, the 
quantity of vinyl chloride In all parte of 
each loading or unloading line that arc 
to be opened to the atmosphere is to be 
reduced so that the parte combined con¬ 
tain no greater than 4.1 l <1 gal) of vinyl 
chloride, as standard temperature and 
pressure; and 

(II) Any vinyl clilorlde removed from 
a loading or unloading line in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph ibMD(i) of this 
section is to be ducted through a control 
system from which the concentration of 
vinyl chloride in the exhaust 8ase* does 
not exceed 10 ppm. or equivalent ns pro¬ 
vided in $ 61.66. 

(2» Slip gauges: During loading or un¬ 
loading die rations, the vinyl chloride 
emissions from each slip gauge in vinyl 
chloride service are to be minimized by 
ducting any vinyl chloride discharged 
from the slip gauge through a control 
system from which the concentration of 
vinyl chloride in the exhaust gases does 
not exceed 10 ppm. or equivalent as pro¬ 
vided in i 61.66. 

(3) Leakage from pump, compressor, 
and agitator seals: 

(i) Rotating pumps: Vinyl chloride 
emissions from seals on all rotating 
pumps in vinyl chloride service are to be 
minimized by installing sealless pumps, 
pumps with double mechanical seals, or 
equivalent as provided in i 61,66. If 
double mechanical seals are used, vinyl 
chloride emissions from the seals are to 
be minimized by maintaining the pres¬ 
sure between the two seals so that any 
leak that occurs is into the pump; by 
ducting any vinyl chloride between the 
two seals through a control system from 
which the concentration of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride in the exhaust gases does not ex¬ 
ceed 10 ppm; or equivalent as provided 
in 5 61.66. 

(11) Reciprocating pumps: Vinyl chlo¬ 
ride emissions from seals on all recipro¬ 
cating pumps in vinyl chloride service 
are to be minimized by installing double 
outboard seals, or equivalent as provided 
in I 61.66. If double outboard seals are 
used, vinyl chloride emissions from the 
seals are to be minimized by maintaining 
the pressure between the two seals so 
that any leak that occurs is into the 
pump; by ducting any vinyl chloride be¬ 
tween the two seals through a control 
system from which the concentration of 
vinyl chloride in the exhaust gases does 
not exceed 10 ppm; or equivalent as 
provided in 9 61.66. 

<Ui> Compressor: Vinyl chloride emis¬ 
sions from seals on all compressors in 
vinyl chloride service are to be mini¬ 
mized by Installing compressors with 
double mechanical seals, or equivalent 
as provided In 9 61.66. If double mechan¬ 
ical seals are used, vinyl chloride emis¬ 


sions from the seals arc to be minimized 
by maintaining the pressure between 
the two seals so that any leak that oc¬ 
curs is into the pump; by ducting any 
vinyl chloride between the two seals 
through a control system from which 
the concentration of vinyl clilorlde in 
the exhaust gases does not exceed 10 
ppm; or equivalent as provided in 9 61.66. 

Uv) Agitator: Vinyl chloride emissions 
from seals on all agitators in vinyl chlo¬ 
ride service are to be minimized by in¬ 
stalling agitators with double mechani¬ 
cal seals, or equivalent as provided In 
161.66. If double mechanical seals arc 
used, vinyl chloride emissions from the 
seals are to be minimized by maintaining 
the pressure hetweeu the tw f o seals so 
that any leak that occurs is into the 
pump; by ducting any vinyl chloride be¬ 
tween the two seals through a control 
system from which the concentration of 
vinyl chloride in the exhaust gases does ' 
not exceed 10 ppm; or equivalent as pro¬ 
vided in f 61.66. 

(4) Leakage from relief valves: Vinyl 
chloride emissions due to leakage from 
each relief vnlve on equipment in vinyl 
chloride service are to be minimized by 
Installing a rupture disk between the 
equipment and the relief valve, or equiva¬ 
lent as provided in I 61.66, 

<5j Manual venting of gases: All gases 
which arc manually vented from equip¬ 
ment in vinyl chloride service are to be 
ducted through a control system from 
which the concentration of vinyl chloride 
in the exhaust gases does not exceed 10 
ppm. or equivalent as provided in $ 61.66. 

(6> Opening of equipment: Vinyl 
chloride emissions from opening of 
equipment arc to be minimized as 
follows: 

(I) Before opening any equipment for 
any reason, the quantity of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride is to be reduced so that the equip¬ 
ment contains no more than 2.0 percent 
by volume vinyl chloride or 110 1 <25 
gal> of vinyl chloride, whichever Is 
larger, at standard temperature and 
pressure; and 

<ii> Any vinyl chloride removed from 
the equipment in accordance with para¬ 
graph <b) <6><i> of this section is to be 
ducted through a control system from 
which the concentration of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride in the exhaust gases does not exceed 
10 ppm. or equivalent as provided in 
S 61 66 

(7) Sample flask: There are to be 
no vinyl chloride emissions to the at¬ 
mosphere due to the vinyl chloride left 
In any sample flask after an analysis is 
made or due to the vinyl chloride passed 
through any flask during sampling in 
order to obtain a representative sample. 

i8> Leak detection and elimination: 
Vinyl chloride emissions due to leaks 
from equipment in vinyl chloride service 
are to be minimized by instituting and 
implementing a formal leak detection 
and elimination program. The owner or 
operator shall submit a description of 
the program to the Administrator for 
approval. The program is to be sub¬ 
mitted within 45 days of the effective 
date of these regulations, unless a waiver 
of compliance is granted under I 61.11. 


If a waiver of compliance is granted. the 
program Is to be submitted on a date 
scheduled by the Administrator. Ap¬ 
proval of a program will be granted by 
the Administrator provided he finds: 

<ii It includes a reliable and accural * 
vinyl chloride detector for detection of 
major leaks and identification of the 
general area of the plant where a leak 
is located. 

(ii> It includes a reliable and accurate 
portable hydrocarbon detector to be used 
routinely to find small leaks and to pin¬ 
point the major leaks indicated by the 
vinyl chloride detector, 

• ill > It provides for on acceptable cal.- 
bration and maintenance schedule for 
the vinyl chloride detector and portable 
hydrocarbon detector, 

(iv» The location and number of point/, 
to be monitored and the frequency of 
monitoring provided for In the program 
arc acceptable when they arc compared 
with the number of pieces of equipmen 
in vinyl chloride service and the size and 
physical layout of the plant, 

(v) It contains an acceptable plan of 
action to be taken when a leak is de 
tectcd, and 

<vi> It contains a definition of leuk 
which U acceptable when compared with 
the background concentrations of vinyl 
chloride in the areas of the plant to bo 
monitored by the vinyl chloride detector 
Measurements of background concen¬ 
trations of vinyl chloride in the areas of 
the plant to be monitored by the vinyl 
chloride detector are to be included with 
the description of the program. The defi¬ 
nition of leak for a given plant may vary 
among the different areas within tbp 
plant and is also to change over time 
as background concentrations in tin* 
plant are reduced. 

(6) Inprocess wa*tew'ater: Vinyl chlo¬ 
ride emissions to the atmosphere from 
inprocess wastewater are to be reduced 
as follows: . ^ , .. 

<i» The concentration of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride In each Inprocess wastewater stream 
immediately as it leaves a piece of equip¬ 
ment and before being mixed with an> 
other inprocess wastewater stream L 
to be reduced by 10 ppm by weight before 
being exposed to the atmosphere, or be¬ 
fore being discharged to a WTistewater 
treatment process or discharged un¬ 
treated as a wastewater. This paragraph 
does apply to water which is used to dis¬ 
place vinyl chloride from equipment be¬ 
fore it is opened to the atmosphere in 
accordance with 9 C1*4 <aM 2> or para¬ 
graph (b)(6) of this section, but does 
not apply to wnter which is used to wash 
out equipment after the equipment has 
already been opened to the atmosphere 
in accordance with 9 61.64(a) <2> or para¬ 
graph (b)(6) of this section. 

(ID Any vinyl chloride removed from 
the lnproccss wastewater in accordant 
with paragraph <b) (9) <i> of this section 
is to be ducted through a control system 
from which the concentration of vinyl 
chloride in the exhaust gases does not 
exceed 10 ppm, or equivalent as provided 
in I 61.66. 

(c) The requirements in paragraph- 
(bXD. (b)(2). (b)(5), (b)(6), (b)(7) 
and (b) (8) of this section arc to be In - 
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corporated into a standard operating 
procedure, and mode available upou re¬ 
quest for inspection by the Administra¬ 
tor, The standard operating procedure la 
to include provisions for measuring the 
vinyl chloride In equipment ss 550 1 
(1250 gal) in volume for which an emis¬ 
sion limit is prescribed in I 61.65(b)(6) 
(i> prior to opening the equipment and 
using Test Method 106, a portable hydro¬ 
carbon detector, or an equivalent or al¬ 
ternative method. The method of meas¬ 
urement is to meet the requirements in 
; 61.67(g) (5) (i> (A) or (g) (5) (i) (B>. 

§ 61.66 (equivalent equipment and pro- 
redum. 

Upon written application from an own¬ 
er or operator, the Administrator may 
approve use of equipment or procedures 
which have been demonstrated to his 
imtisfaction to be equivalent in terms of 
reducing vinyl chloride emissions to the 
atmosphere to those prescribed for com¬ 
pliance with a specific paragraph of this 
mbparL 

§ 61.67 KmiMMon l«U. 

(a) Unless a waiver of emission testing 
is obtained under I 61.13. the owner or 
operator of a source to which this sub¬ 
part applies shall test emissions from 
the source. 

(1) Within 90 days of the effective date 
in the case of an existing source or a 
new source which has an initial startup 
date preceding the effective date, or 

(2) Within 90 days of startup in the 
case of a new source, initial startup of 
which occurs after the effective date. 

<b> The owner or operator shall pro¬ 
vide the Administrator at least 30 days 
prior notice of an emission test to afford 
the Administrator the opportunity to 
have an observer present during the test. 

(c) Any emission test is to be con¬ 
ducted while the equipment being tested 
is operating at the maximum production 
rate at which the equipment will be op¬ 
erated and under other relevant condi¬ 
tions as may be specified by the Adminis¬ 
trator based on representative perform¬ 
ance of the source. 

<d> Each emission test is to consist 
of three runs. For the purpose of deter¬ 
mining emissions, the average of results 
of all runs is to apply. 

(e) All samples arc to be analyzed, 
and vinyl chloride emissions are to be 
determined within 30 days after the emis¬ 
sion test. The owmer or operator shall 
report the determinations to the Ad¬ 
ministrator by a registered letter dis¬ 
patched before the close of the next busi¬ 
ness day following the determination. 

<f) The owner or operator shall retain 
at the plant and make available, upon 
request, for inspection by the Adminis¬ 
trator, for a minimum of 2 years records 
of emission test results and other data 
needed to determine emissions. 

(g) Unless otherwise specified, the 
owner or operator shall use test Test 
Methods In Appendix B to this part for 
each test as required by paragraphs 


(g)(1), (g)(2), (g)(3), (g)(4), and 
(g) (5) of this section, unless an equiva¬ 
lent method or on alternative method 
has been approved by the Administrator. 
If the Administrator finds reasonable 
grounds to dispute the results obtained 
by an equivalent or alternative method, 
lie may require the use of a reference 
method. If the results of the reference 
and equivalent or alternative methods 
do not agree, the results obtained by the 
reference method prevail, and the Ad¬ 
ministrator may notify the owner or 
operator that approval of the method 
previously considered to be equivalent or 
alternative is withdrawn. 

(1) Test Method 106 is to be used to 
determine the vinyl cltloride emissions 
from any source for which an emission 
limit is prescribed in f f 61.62(a) or (b) 
| 61.63(a), or »ft 61.64(a) (1). 0». (c).or 
(d). or from any control system to w'hich 
reactor emissions ore required to be 
ducted in I 61.64(a) (2) or to which fugi¬ 
tive emissions are required to be ducted 
in H 61.65(b) (1) <U), (b)(2), (b)(5). 
<b> <6) (11),or (b) (9) <ii). 

(i) For each run, one sample is to be 
collected. The sampling site is to be at 
least two stack or duct diameters down¬ 
stream and one half diameter upstream 
from any flow disturbance such as a 
bend, expansion, contraction, or visible 
flame. For a rectangular cross section an 
equivalent diameter is to be determined 
from the following equation: 


equivalent diameter 


(l ength) (w idth) 
length -f width 


The sampling point in the duct Ls to 
be at the centroid of the cross section. 
The sample is to be extracted at a rate 
proportional to the gas velocity at the 
sampling point. The sample is to be 
taken over a minimum of one hour, and 
1s to contain a minimum volume of 50 
liters corrected to standard conditions. 

(11) For those emission sources where 
combustion Is used to reduce vinyl chlo¬ 
ride emissions, the concentration of vinyl 
chloride as determined by Test Method 
106 is to be corrected to 10 percent 
oxygen (wet basis) for determination of 
emissions by using the following equa¬ 
tion: 


C\ 

C 4 (c«Tw(r<l 


1 =c* 


10.0 

20.9—percent 0* 


Tin* rouceutnUJoci of vtuyt rhkirldr in 
lit* nibauiR (xac*, rarm>(«d to iO(MV< 
Mtcctil on yxrtv 

r*-TUroncmrtr*Uo<, of vinyl chloride nt 
nmwared by Twl Method IQS. 

XU)- Pwvwnl Qxyi«n In tbo ambient air at 
standard »until Ur* jl 

- Prm«nt oxyytti In th» ambient air at 
rtandard condition*. minor tha H> 
percent oxyfvn toabk'h Ibm oottbc- 
lion U bring made. 

rtfcrui O# - l'ffmtf orytftti la lho ottmosl cm m 
atKttured by Rrfaroar* MrOiod S in 
App«udJt A of Port ID of U4» chapter. 


dll) For those emission sources where 
the emission limit is prescribed in terms 
of mass rather than concentration, mass 
emissions in kg/100 kg product are to 
be determined by using the following 
equation: 


„ |C* (2.60) Q 10-«lji001 

Car- £ 

where: 

Cor -lx rtiiyl chkxiiWltt kc peodrtet- 
C*~Ti< luuci'tktration <>( vinyl chloride an m*oour»d 
by Tut Method 1<* 

ZSO-Dritftty of % myl cliVutdo at One atmonpbar* and 

XTC In kK/m*. 

q-W.nmrtrb flow rat* In tn»/br n> determined by 
Krierence Method 2 t A Appendix A to Ivt 00 
of till* cluipUr. 

lM^ConvaiOO tortor tor ppm. 
g- Production n»to (kg/hr). 

(2) Test Method 107 is to be used to 
determine the concentration of vinyl 
chloride in each inproccss wastewater 
stream Tor which an emission limit is 
prescribed in f 61.65<b) (9> (1). 

(3) Where a stripping operation U 
used to attain the emission limit in | 61.-. 
64(e), emissions are to be determined 
using Test Method 107 as follows: 

(i > The number of strippers and sam¬ 
ples and the types and grades of resin to 
be sampled are to be determined by the 
Administrator for each Individual plant 
at the time of the test, based on the 
plant’s operation. 

(ii) Each sample is to be taken imme¬ 
diately following the stripping operation 
as the resin is transferred out of the 
stripper. 

(ill) The corresponding quantity of 
material processed by each stripper is to 
be determined on & dry solids basis and 
by a method submitted to and approved 
by the Administrator. 

civ) At the prior request of the Ad¬ 
ministrator. the owner or operator shall 
provide duplicates of the samples re¬ 
quired in paragraph (g)(3) til of this 
section. 

(4) Where control technology other 
than or in addition to a stripping opera¬ 
tion is used to attain the emission limit 
in | 61.64(e). emissions are to be deter¬ 
mined as follows: 

ti) Test Method 106 is to be used to 
determine atmospheric emissions from 
all of the process equipment simultane¬ 
ously The requirements of paragraph 
(g)(1) of this section are to be met. 

til) Test Method 107 is to be used to 
determine the concentration of vinyl 
chloride in each inprocess wastewater 
stream subject to the emission limit pre¬ 
scribed in I 61.64(e). The mass of vinyl 
chloride in kg/100 kg product in each 
in process wastewater stream is to be de¬ 
termined by using the following equa¬ 
tion; 

„ fCj K 10 «J (100) 

r.r-—- 

where: 

Cet -kf vinyl rhlarMf.'lOti Lc product. 

O-th* concmtrutlon of vinyl cbloeldo m roctfouiad 
by Tt*t Method 1(97. 

R-w«Uf flow rate In l/hr.daCnrmJnodtn nrronUrww 
with a method which hoi own* nibiultind to 
and approved by U» AdminlArator. 
CoaveOMMI tor tar tor ppm. 

Z-Production rate (kg/hr). determined lu am.wO- 
anoo with a method which bat boon ratuultted 
and approved by Um A dmldlstraiar. 

(5) The reactor opening loss for which 
on emission limit is prescribed in | 61.64 
(a) (2) is to be determined. The number 
of reactors for which the determination 
is to be made is to be specified by the 
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Administrator for each individual plant 
at the time of the determination based 
on the plant's operation. 

<i) Except as provided in paragraph 
(g) (5X11) of this section, the reactor 
opening loss is to be determined using 
the following equation: 

„ W (2.60) (10-*) <C5) 

YX 

wt wm 

C- In vinyl chloride *mlagiaa»Ac product. 

W*- ( r »tpn<ily <4 lb* tractor In m». 
iMW- I>ri»*lty of vinyl chloride at one atmrwphrtr and 
ar C In kiftn*. 

10^«CMlT«mill fcrtor foe D|un. 

CTt -ppm by volume vinyl ehlurfdo a* determined by 
TmS Method U* or * portable hydrocarbon 
detector. 

r-Number of bnUrlm *fnoe the reaciur uiu but 
opened to the Mronephenr. 

Average kt of polyvinyl eWorld* produced per 
tMteh In the numtwv of betcli** line* the reactor 
Mr as but ojwned to tbe oltwcaphcf*. 

(A) If Method 106 is used to deter¬ 
mine the concentration of vinyl chloride 
(Cb). the sample is to be withdrawn at 
a constant rate with a probe of sufficient 
length to reach the vessel bottom from 
the manhole. 8amples are to be taken 
for 5 minutes within 6 Inches of the ves¬ 
sel bottom, 5 minutes near the vessel 
center, and 5 minutes near the vessel top, 

IB) If a portable hydrocarbon detec¬ 
tor Is used to determine the concentra¬ 
tion of vinyl chloride (Cb), a probe of 
sufficient length to reach the vessel bot¬ 
tom from the manhole is to be used to 
make the measurements. One measure¬ 
ment will be made within 6 inches of the 
vessel bottom, one near the vessel center 
and one near the vessel top. Measure¬ 
ments are to be made at each location 
until the reading is stabilized. All hydro¬ 
carbons measured are to be assumed to 
be vinyl chloride. 

(C) The production rate of polyvinyl 
chloride (Z> is to be determined by a 
method submitted to and approved by the 
Administrator. 

<li) A calculation based on the number 
of evacuations, the vacuum involved, and 
the volume of gas in the reactor is hereby 
approved by the Administrator os an al¬ 
ternative method for determining reac¬ 
tor opening loss for postpolymerization 
reactors In the manufacture of bulk 
resins. 

§61.68 Initial rcpnrl. 

(a) An owner or operator of any 
source to which this subpart applies shall 
submit a statement in writing notifying 
the Administrator that the equipment 
and procedural specifications in 9$ 61.65 
<b) (1), tb) <2>, (b)(3). (b)(4). <b><5>. 
(b)(6), (b)(7), and (b)(8) arc being 
implemented. 

(b) (1) In the case of an existing 
source or a new source which has an 
Initial startup date preceding the effec¬ 
tive date, the statement is to be submit¬ 
ted within DO days of the effective date, 
unless a waiver of compliance is granted 
under 9 61.11. along with the informa¬ 
tion required under § 61.10. If a waiver 
of compliance is granted, the statement 
is to be submitted on a date scheduled 
by the Administrator.. 

(2) In the case of a new source which 
did not have an initial startup date pre¬ 
ceding the effective date, the statement 
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is to be submitted within 90 days of the 
initial startup date. 

<c) The statement Is to contain the 
following information: 

(1) A list of the equipment Installed 
for compliance. 

(2) A detailed engineering descrip¬ 
tion of the physical and functional char¬ 
acteristics of each piece of equipment 

(3) A description of the methods 
which have been incorporated into the 
standard operating procedures for meas¬ 
uring or calculating the emissions for 
which emission limits are prescribed in 
5161.65 <b> <1) (i) and (b)(6) <i>. 

(4) A statement that each piece of 
equipment Is installed and that each 
piece of equipment and each procedure 
is being used. 

§ 61.69 Scnrinrimml report. 

(a) The owner or operator of any 
source to which this subpart applies shall 
submit to the Administrator on a contin¬ 
uing basis each 180 days a report in writ¬ 
ing containing the information required 
by this section. 

(b) (1) In the case of an existing source 
or a new source which has an initial 
startup date preceding the effective date, 
the first report is to be submitted within 
180 days of the effective date, unless a 
waiver of compliance is granted under 
5 61.11. If a waiver of compliance is 
granted, the first report is to be sub¬ 
mitted on a date scheduled by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(2) In the case of a new source which 
did not have an initial startup date pre¬ 
ceding the effective date, the first report 
is to be submitted within 180 days of the 
initial startup date. 

(c) Unless otherwise specified, the 
owner or operator shall use the Test 
Methods in Appendix B to this part to 
conduct emission tests as required by 
paragraphs (c) (2) and (c) (3) of this 
section, unless an equivalent or an alter¬ 
native method has been approved by the 
Administrator. If the Administrator 
finds reasonable grounds to dispute the 
results obtained by an equivalent or al¬ 
ternative method, he may require the use 
of a reference method. If the results of 
the reference and equivalent or alterna¬ 
tive methods do not agree, the results 
obtained by the reference method pre¬ 
vail, and the Administrator may notify 
the owner or operator that approval of 
the method previously considered to be 
equivalent or alternative is withdrawn. 

(1) The owner or operator shall in¬ 
clude in the report a record of any emis¬ 
sions in excess of the emission limits pre¬ 
scribed in 55 61.62(a) or (b>. 5 61.63(a), 
or 55 61.64(a)(1), (b). (O.or (d),or for 
any control system to which reactor 
emissions arc required to be ducted in 
5 61 64(a) (2) or to which fugitive emis¬ 
sions are required to be ducted in 5 61.65 
(bHlHU). (b) (2). <b> (6). (b)(6) <ii). or 
(b) (9) <ii). The emissions are to be meas¬ 
ured with a vinyl chloride detector. 

(2) The owner or operator shall in¬ 
clude in the report a record of the quan¬ 
tity of emissions of vinyl chloride from 
the sources following the stripper<s) for 
the reactor(s) if the plant has no strlp- 


per(a) 1 in polyvinyl chloride plants for 
which a stripping operation Is used to 
attain the emission limit prescribed in 
I 61.64(e). Test Method 107 is to be use) 
to determine emissions as followrs: 

(1) If batch stripping Is used, one rep¬ 
resentative sample of polyvinyl chloric? 
resin is to be taken from each batch of 
each grade of resin immediately folio v, - 
ing the completion of the stripping oper¬ 
ation as the resin is transferred out of 
the stripper, and Identified by resin tyi>? 
and grade and the date and time the 
batch is completed. The correspond In * 
quantity of material processed in each 
stripper batch is to be recorded and iden¬ 
tified by resin type and grade and the 
date and time the batch is completed. 

<U) If continuous stripping Is use' 
one representative sample of polyvir. 1 
chloride resin Is to be taken for each 
grade of resin processed or* at intervn! 
of 8 hours for each grade of resin whin 
is being processed, whichever is more fre¬ 
quent. The sample is to be taken as the 
resin flows out of the stripper and iden¬ 
tified by resin type and grade and the 
date and time the sample was taken 
The corresponding quantity of mater hi l 
processed by each stripper over the time 
period represented by tbe sample durin 
the eight hour period, is to be recorded 
and identified by resin type and grade 
and the date and time it represents. 

(lii) The quantity of material proc¬ 
essed by the stripper is to be determine ] 
on a dry solids basis and by a moth, 
submitted to and approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(iv) At the prior request of the Ad¬ 
ministrator, the owner or operator shall 
provide duplicates of the samples re¬ 
quired in paragraphs (c)(2) (i) and (c» 
(2) <U) of this section. 

(v) The report to the Administrator by 
the owner or operator is to include the 
vinyl chloride content found in all the 
samples required In paragraphs (c)(2) 
(i) and (c)(2Mil) of this section, aver¬ 
aged separately for each type of resin 
over each calendar day and weighted ac¬ 
cording to the quantity of each grade oi 
resin processed by the stripper(s) that 
calendar day. according to the following 
equation: 



+ . . . +P^ Mo, 

A *-C4 Iwtar ftvrracn concentration c4 typ* T, wsiu I 1 ' 
Pina. 

Q ' Ti.ul production of typo T, resin over th* .‘l-bo*r 
juried. In k*. 

1,-Typf ol mId; IjJ, . . . m vImto m b tot* 
number cl wain types pcodurrd durinft the • <- 
buur period. 

A#~ Concentration <4 vinyl eWorld* in on* mtrtpk 
grade V, resin, in ppm. 

P—Production of grade Ox ntsln represented by lb 
Sample, In kg. 

G\m Cl mile at rrslti, *.*., 0\. Or, and ft;. 

«»*Total number ol yradi* ol irsin produced dur> - 
U* JHmux period. 

<vi> The owner or operator shall re¬ 
tain at the source and make available 
for inspection by the Administrator for 
a minimum of 2 years records of all data 
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needed to furnish the information re* 
qulred by paragraph (c)(2)(v) of this 
section: 'Tie records are to contain the 
following Information: 

<A> The vinyl chloride content found 
in all the samples required in paragraphs 
(c) (2) (1) and <c) (2) (11) of this section, 
identified by the resin type and grade 
and the time and date of the sample, and 

<B) The corresponding quantity of 
polyvinyl chloride resin processed by the 
stripper(s), identified by the resin type 
and grade and the time and date it 
represents. 

(3) The owner or operator shall In¬ 
clude In the report a record of the emis¬ 
sions from each reactor opening for 
which an emission limit is prescribed In 
9 61.64<a) <2>. Emissions are to be deter¬ 
mined in accordance with 5 61.67(g)(5)? 
except that emissions for each reactor 
are to be determined. 

S 61.70 Recordkeeping, 

(a) The owner or operator of any 
source to which this subpart applies shall 
retain the following information at the 
source and make it available for inspec¬ 
tion by the Administrator for a mini¬ 
mum of two years: 

(1)A record of the leaks detected by 
the vinyl chloride detector and the ac¬ 
tion taken to repair the leaks, as re¬ 
quired by 9 61.65(b) (8), Including the 
following information: 

(1) Tlte concentrations of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride as measured, analyzed, and recorded 
by the vinyl chloride detector, including 
the location of each measurement and 
the date and approximate time of each 
measurement. 

(11) Where the information required 
by paragraph (a)(l)(i) of this section 
indicates that the vinyl chloride concen¬ 
tration at any point exceeds the concen¬ 
tration of vinyl chloride designated as a 
leak, a statement explaining the cause 
of the leak and any action taken to eli¬ 
minate that leak and the amount of time 
used to take this action. 

(2) A record of the leaks detected 
during routine monitoring with the 
portable hydrocarbon detector and the 
action taken to repair the leaks, as re¬ 
quired by 9 61.66(b)(8). including a 
brief statement explaining the location 
and cause of each leak detected with 
the portable hydrocarbon detector, the 
date and time of the leak and any action 
taken to eliminate that leak. 

(3) A record of emissions from any 
source for which an emission limit Is 
prescribed in 99 61 62(a) or (b>. 61.63 
(a), or 99 61.64(a)(1). (b). (c). or <d>. 
or from any control system to which 
reactor emissions are required to be 
ducted In 9 61.64(a)(2) or to which fu¬ 
gitive emissions are required to be ducted 
In 99 61.65(b) (D(il). (b)(2), <b>(5>. 
<b> <6) (It),or (bX9)(ll>. 

«4> For the relief discharges from 
reactors subject to the provisions of 
9 61.65(b), a daily operating record for 
each reactor, including pressures and 
temperatures. 
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Method 106 —Dete* hi nation or Vintl 
Cmoaaf rtoM Station a*t Sources 

nrmootfCTioN 

Performance or this method should not be 
attempted by persona unfamiliar with the 
operation of a gas chromatograph, nor by 
those who are unfamiliar with source sam¬ 
pling. as there are many details that are 
beyond the scope of this presentation. Care 
must be exercised to prevent exposure of 
sampling personnel to vinyl chloride, a car¬ 
cinogen. 

1. Principle and Applicability. 

I I An integrated beg sample of stack gas 
containing vinyl chloride (chloroethylcnc) 
U subjected to chromatographic analysis, 
using a flame Ionization detector. 

12 The method is applicable to the meas¬ 
urement of vinyl chloride In stack gases from 
both vinyl chloride and polyvinyl chloride 
manufacturing processes, except where the 
vinyl chloride Is containod in particulate 
matter. 

2. Range and Sensitivity. 

The lower limit of detection will vary ac¬ 
cording to the chromatograph used. Values 
reported include I X 10-* mg and 4 X 10 * 
mg. 

3. Interferences. 

In the course of a study to Identify the 
Interference potential of nevrral hydrocar¬ 
bons associated with vinyl chloride, none 
were found to prevent resolution or the vinyl 
chloride peak with the Chromosorb 102 * 
column. However, if resolution of the vinyl 
chloride peak la not satisfactory for a par¬ 
ticular sample, then chromatograph param¬ 
eters may be altered with prior approval of 
the Administrator. If there Is reason to be¬ 
lieve that some other hydrocarbon with an 
Identical retention time Is present In the 
sample, then nupplemontal confirmation of 
the vinyl chloride peak through an abooltue 
analytical technique, such as mass spec¬ 
troscopy, should be performed 

4. Apparatus. 

4.1 Sampling < Figure 1). 

4.1.1 Probe —Stainless steel, Pyrex glam, 
or Teflon tubing according to stack temper¬ 
ature. each equipped with a glass wool plug 
to remove particulate matter. 

4.12 Sample line — Teflon. 6.4 mm outside 
diameter, of sufficient length to connect 
probe to bag. A new unused piece Is employed 
for each series of bag samples that constitutes 
an emission test. 

4.1.3 Male (2) and female (2) etainlesa 
steel quick-connects, with ball checks (one 
pair without) located as shown in Figure 1. 

4.1.4 Tedlar bags. 100 liter capacity —To 
contain sample. 

4 1.5 Rigid leakproqf containers for 4.1.4. 
with covering to protect contents from sun¬ 
light 

4 L6 Needle valve— To adjust sample flow 
rate. 

4 1 7 Pump— Leak-free. Minimum capac¬ 
ity 2 liters per minute. 

4.12 Charcoal tube — To prevent admis¬ 
sion of vinyl chloride to atmosphere In vicin¬ 
ity of samplers. 

4,1.9 Flow meter—For observing sample 
flow rate: capable of measuring a flow range 
from 0.10 to 1 00 liter per minute. 

4 1.10 Connecting tubing — Teflon. 6.4 mm 
outside diameter, to assemble sample train 
(Figure 1). 

4.1.11 Pitot tube— Type E (or equivalent), 
attached to the probe so that the sampling 


1 Mention of trade names on specific prod¬ 
ucts does not constitute endorsement by the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 
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flow rate can be regulated proportional to 
the stack gas velocity. 

42 Sample recovery. 

424 Tubing—Teflon, 6.4 mm outside 
diameter, to connect bag to gaa chromato¬ 
graph sample loop. A new unused piece M 
• employed for each series of bag samples that 
constitutes an emission test, and is to be dis¬ 
carded upon conclusion of analysis of those 
bags. 

4 3 Analysis. 

4.3.1 Oaa chromatograph—With flame 
Ionisation detector. potontiometric strip 
chart recorder and 1.0 to 6fl ml heated sam¬ 
pling loop In automatic a&mple valve. 

4 32 Chromatographic column—Stainless 
steel. 2 3 m X 32 mm. containing 00/400 
mc*b Ch minus orb 102. 

423 Flow meters (2)—Rotameter type, 
0 to 100 inl/min capacity, with flow control 
valves. 

4 3 4 Gas regulator*— Por required gas 
cylinder.4. 

43 5 Thermometer—Accurate to one de¬ 
gree centigrade, to measure temperature of 
heated sample loop at ttmo of sample Injec¬ 
tion. 

4 3.6 Barometer—Accurate to 5 mm Hg, to 
measure atmospheric pressure around gas 
chromatograph during cample analysis. 

43.7 Pump—Leak-free. Minimum capac¬ 
ity 100 ml min. 

4 4 Calibration. 

44 1 Tubing—Teflon, 6 4 mm ouuido 
diameter, separate pieces marked for each 
calibration concentration. 

4.42 Tedlar bags—Sixteen-Inch square 
size, separate bag marked for each calibra¬ 
tion concentration. 

4.4 3 Syringe—0 3 ml. gas tight. 

4 4 4 8yr!ngc—50*1. gas tight. 

4.4.5 Flow meter—Rotameter type. 0 to 
loco ml rain range accurate to ±!S>. to 
meter nitrogen in preparation of standard 
gas mixtures 

4 4.6 Stop watch—Of known accuracy, to 
Unir gas flow In preparation of standard gas 
mixtures 

5. Reagents. It la necessary that all rea¬ 
gents be of chromatographic grade 

5 1 Analysis. 

64 4 Helium gas or nttrogen gas—Zero 
grade, for chromatographic carrier gas. 

6.1 2 Hydrogen gas— Zero grade. 

54 3 Oxygen gas—Zero grade. 

52 Calibration. 

524 Vinyl chloride. 09.9-f 41—For prep¬ 
aration of standard gas mixtures. 

92 2 Calibration cylinders (3). optional— 
One each of 50. 10 and 5 ppm vinyl chlorldo 
tn nitrogen with certified analysis. 

523 Nitrogen gas—Zero grade, for prep¬ 
aration of standard gas mixtures. 

0. Procedure. 

6 1 Sampling. Assemble the sample train 
a* In Figure 103-1. Perform a bag leak check 
according to Section 7.4. Observe that all 
connection* bet ween the hag and the probe 
are tight. Place the end of the probe at the 
centroid of the stack and start the pump 
with the needle valve adjusted to yield a 
flow of 0 5 1pm. After a period of time suffi¬ 
cient to purge the line several timet has 
elapsed, connect the vacuum ltne to the 
bag and evacuate the bag until the rotam¬ 
eter indicates no flow. Then reposition the 
sample and vacuum lines and begin the ac¬ 
tual sampling, keeping the rate proportional 
to the stock velocity. Direct the gas existing 
the rotameter away from sampling personnel. 
At the end of the sample period, shut olT the 
pump, disconnect the sample line from the 
bog, and disconnect the vacuum line from 
the bag container Protect the hag container 
from sunlight. 
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63 Sample storage. Sample bags must be 
kept out of direct sunlight. When at all pos¬ 
sible. analysis Is to be performed within 24 
hours of sample collection 

<5.3 Sample recovery. With a piece of Tef¬ 
lon tubing identified for that bag. connect a 
bag Inlet valve to the gas chromatograph 
sample valve. Switch the valve to withdraw 
gas from the bag through the sample loop. 
Plumb the equipment so the sample gas 
passes from the sample valve to the leaX-free 
pump, and then to a charcoal tube, followed 
by a 0-100 ml/xnin rotameter with flow con¬ 
trol valve. 

6.4 Analysis. Set the column temperature 
to 156* C. tho detector temperature to 225“ 
C. and the sample loop temperature to 70* C. 
When optimum hydrogen and oxygen flow 
rates have been determine, verify and main¬ 
tain these flow rates during all chromato¬ 
graph operations. Using zero helium or 
nitrogen as the carrier gas. establish a flow 
rate In the range consistent with the manu¬ 
facturer’s requirements for satisfactory de¬ 
tector operation. A flow rate of approxi¬ 
mately 15 ml/min should produce adequate 
separations. Observe the base line periodi¬ 
cally and determine that the noise level has 
stabilised and that base line drift has ceased. 
Purge the sample loop for thirty seconds at 
the rate of 100 ml/min. then activate the 
•ample valve. Record the Injection time (the 
position of the pen on the chart at the time 
or sample injection), the sample number, the 
sample loop temperature, tho column tem¬ 
perature, carrier gas flow rate, chart speed 
and the attenuator setting. Record the lab¬ 
oratory pressure. From the chan, select the 
peak having the retention time correspond¬ 
ing to vinyl chloride, as determined In Sec¬ 
tion 73. Measure the peak area. A**, by use 
of the automatic Integrator. Record Am and 
the retention time. Repeat tho injection at 
least two times or until two consecutive vinyl 
chloride peaks do not vary In area more than 
5%. The average value for these two areas 
will be used to compute the bag concentra¬ 
tion. 

7. Calibration and Standards. 

7.1 Preparation of vinyl chloride standard 
gas mixtures. Evacuate a sixteen-inch square 
Tcdlar bag that has passed a leak check 
(described In Section 7.4) and meter Is 6.0 
liters of nitrogen. While the bag is filling, use 
the 0.5 ml syringe to inject 2504 of 09.9+ % 
vinyl chloride through the wall of the bag. 
Upon withdrawing the syringe needle. Im¬ 
mediately cover the resulting hole with a 
piece of adhesive tape. This gives a concen¬ 
tration of 50 ppm of vinyl chloride. In a like 
manner use the other syringe to prepare dilu¬ 
tions having 10 and 5 ppm vinyl chloride 
concentrations. Place each bag on a smooth 
surface and alternately depress opposite 
aides of the bag 50 times to further mix the 
gases. 

72 Determination of vinyl chloride re¬ 
tention time. This section con be performed 
simultaneously with Section 7.3. Establish 
chromatograph conditions Identical with 
those In Section 6.3. above. Set attenuator 
to X 1 position. Flush the sampling loop 
with zero helium or nitrogen and activate 
the sample valve. Record the Injection lime, 
the sample loop temperature, the oolumn 
temperature, the carrier gas flow rate, the 
chart speed and the attenuator setting. 
Record peaks and detector responses that 
occur in the absence of vinyl chloride. Main¬ 
tain conditions. With ehe equipment plumb¬ 
ing arranged Identically to Section 62. flush 
the sample loop for 30 seconds at the rate of 
100 ml/mtn with one of the vinyl chloride 
calibration mixtures and activate the sample 
valve. Record the injection Ume. Select the 
peak that corresponds to vinyl chloride. 
Measure the distance on the chart from the 
injection Ume to the time at which the peak 


maximum occurs. This quanUty, divided by 
the chart speed, Is defined as the retention 
time. Record. 

7 3 Preparation of chromatograph cali¬ 
bration curve. Make a gas chromatograohlc 
measurement of each standard gas mixture 
(described In SecUon 7.1) using conditions 
Identical with those listed in SecUon 62 
above Flush the sampling loop for 30 seconds 
at the rate of 100 ml/min with each standard 
gas mixture and activate the sample valve. 
Record C,. the concentrations of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride Injected, the attenuator setting, chart 
speed, peak area, sample loop temperature, 
column temperature, carrier gas flow rate, 
and retention Ume. Record the laboratory 
pressure Calculate A r . the peak area multi¬ 
plied by the attenuator setting. Repeat until 
two Injection areas are within 5«*. then plot 
those points vs C,. When the other concen¬ 
trations have been plotted, draw a smooth 
curve through the points. Perform calibra¬ 
tion dally, or before and after each set of 
bag samples, whichever is more frequent. 

7 4 Tedlar bag leak checks. Before each 
use. make sure a bag Is leak-free by checking 
It for looks. To leak check, connect a water 
manometer and pressurize the bag to 5-10 
cm H,0 (2-4 In. JLO). Allow to stand for 
10 minutes. Any displacement In the water 
manometer indicates a leak. 

(Nora: An alternative leak check method 
Is to pressurize the bag to 6-10 cm Hfi or 
2-4 in. H,0 and allow to stand overnight, 
A deflated bag indicates a leak.) 

8. Calculations. 

8.1 Determine the sample peak area as 
follows; 

— via Af 

Equation 106-1 


A ,-Tbo mnipSe (ink sera. 

A.-The mwarni prak area. 

A; -Tl>« sltsoustloo factor. 

8.2 Vinyl chloride ooneentraUons. Prom 
the calibration curve described in 8#ctlon 
72, above, select the value of C« that cor¬ 
responds to A., the sample peak area. Cal¬ 
culate C» as follows: 


c»- 


C.P.T, 
P,T, 


Equation 100 - 

when: 

Ci-Th* concentration of vinyl chloride la lb* bag 
sample la ppm. 

C,-Tb*> ooomtrmUon of vinyl ehlond* lalioMiil by 
Ilia ami duuuiaU iriaph, in ppm. 

/%«• The reference prewar*, the laboratory prtsmrn 
reeardnl during calit mtlrn. mm Hf. 

Ti-Tb# Mfcn.pt* kofi U'mpnalun* on the aheoluv 
•cole el tl>* time of analy^i.*. *K. 

/\-Tbe tehonit try pneeure at Ume at anolyMi, nun 
tig 

T.-Tlwi reference Urn perm lure, the sample loop 
trjnpcretare recorded during caiflsatfaMi, *K. 
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klmiOD 107—DSTRSMlMATtOK Of VWYl CTO.O- 
RUiK Contoct ay In process Wastiwato 
SAMPLES. AND VlKTJ. CHLOSm OOTOTCXT OT 
POLYVTKYL CKLORStt RJtttM. 8I.URST. WXT 
Cart, and Latkx Samples 

nertoouenow 

Performance of this method should not be 
attempted by persons unfamiliar with the 
operation of a gas chromatograph, nor by 
those who are unfamiliar with sampling, os 
there are many details that are beyond the 
scope of this presentation. Care must be 
exercised to prevent exposure of sampling 
personnel to vinyl chloride,, a carcinogen. 

S. Principle and Applicability. 


1.1 The basts for thiv method relates to 
the vapor equilibrium which Is established 
between RVCM. PVC. resin, water, and air 
In a closed system. It has been demonstrated 
that the RVCM In a PVC resin will.equili¬ 
brate in a closed vessel quite rapidly, pro¬ 
vided that the temperature of the PVC reetu 
is maintained above the gloss transition 
temperature of that specific resin. 

13 Tills procedure U suitable for deter¬ 
mining the vinyl chloride monomer (VCM) 
content of lnprocess wastewater sample- 
and the residual vinyl chloride monomer 
(RVCM) content of polyvinyl chloride (PVC) 
resins, wet cake, slurry, and latex sample*. 
It cannot be used for polymer In fused form. 
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♦uch mi *h*et or cubes. IX a resolution of the 
vinyl chloride peak la not satisfactory for a 
particular sample, then chromatograph 
parameter* may be altered with prior ap¬ 
proval of the Administrator. If there Is rea¬ 
son to believe that Home other hydrocarbon 
«!th an Identical retention time is present 
m the sample, then supplemental conflrma- 
iton of the vinyl chloride peak through an 
absolute analytical technique, such as max* 
-pectroaoopy, should be performed 

3 Range and Sensitivity. 

The lower limit of detection of vinyl chlo¬ 
ride will vary according to the chromato¬ 
graph used. Values reported Include 1X10* 
mg and 4X10 7 mg. With proper calibration, 
me upper limit may be extended as needed. 

3. Precision and Reproducibility. 

An Intcrlaboratory comparison between 
*even laboratories of three resin samples, 
each spilt Into three parts, yield a standard 
deviation of 2.63% for a sample with a mean 
of 2.00 ppm. 4.16% for a sample with a mean 
of 1.66 ppm, ahd 540% for a sample with a 
mean of 62.06 ppm. 

4 Safety. 

Do not release vinyl chloride to the labora¬ 
tory atmosphere during preparation of stand¬ 
ards. Venting or purging with VCM/atr mix¬ 
ture* must be held to a minimum. When 
they are required, the vapor must be routed 
to outside air. Vinyl chloride, even at low 
ppm levels, must never be vented Inside the 
laboratory. After vials have been analyzed, 
the pressure within the vial must be vented 
prior to removal from the Instrument turn¬ 
table. Vials must be vented Into an activated 
charcoal tube using a hypodermic needle to 
prevent release of vinyl chloride Into the 
laboratory atmosphere. The charcoal must 
be replaced prior to vinyl chloride break¬ 
through. 

6. Apparatus. 

54 Sampling. 

544 Bottles—60 ml (2 ox), with waxed 
lined screw on tops, for PVC samples. 

54.2 Vials—50 ml Hypo-vials.* sealed with 
Tenon faced Tuf-Bond discs for water sam¬ 
ple*. 

544 Electrical tape—or equivalent, to 
prevent tautening of bottle tops. 

5.2 Sample recovery. 

544 Vials—With seal* and caps. Perkin- 
liraer Corporation No. 105-0118, or equiva¬ 
lent. 

5-2.2 Analytical balance—Capable of 
weighing to ^0.001 gram. 

5.2.3. Syringe. 100 *1— Precision Series 
"A** No. 010025. or equivalent. 

54.4 Vial Sealer. Perkin-Jttmer No. 106- 
0106 or equivalent. 

5.3 Analysts. 

5.34 Gas chromatograph—Perkln-Rmer 
Corporation Model P-40 head-space ana¬ 
lyzer. No 104-0001, or equivalent. 

544 Chromatographic column—Stain¬ 
less steel. 2 m x 3.2 mm. containing 0.4% 
t'arbowax 1500 on Carbopak A, Pcrktn-Elmer 
Corporation No. 105-0133. or equivalent. 

5.3.3 Thermometer—0 to 100* C. accurate 
to ±04* C. Perkin-Elmer No, 105-0109 or 
equivalent 

5 3.4. Sample tray thermostat system— 
Perfcln-Elmcr No. 105-0103. or equivalent. 

6.3.5 Septa—Sandwich type, for auto¬ 
matic dosing. 13 mm, Perkin-Elmer No. 405- 
1008, or equivalent. 

5.3.6 Integrator - recorder — Hewlett - 
Packard Model 3380A. or equivalent. 

54.7 Filter drier assembly (3)— Perkin- 
Elmer No. 2230117. or equivalent. 

5.3.8 Soap film flowmeter—Hewlett Pack¬ 
ard No. 0101-0113, or equivalent. 


1 Mention of trade names on specific prod¬ 
ucts doe* not constitute endorsement by the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 


6.4 Calibration. 

5 4 1 Regulators—for required gas cyln- 
ders. 

6. Reagents. 

04 Analysis. 

Gil Hydrogen go*—zero grade. 

6.1.2 Nitrogen gas—aero grade. 

6 14 Air—zero grade. 

6 2 Calibration. 

644 Standard cylinders (4)—one each 
of 60. 500. 2000. and 4000 ppm vinyl chloride 
In nitrogen, with certified analyst* 

7. Procedure. 

71 Sampling. 

74 4 PVC sampling—Allow the retin or 
■lurry to flow from a tap on the tank or alio 
until the tap line has been well purged. Ex¬ 
tend a 00 ml aample bottle under the tap, fill, 
and immediately tightly cap tbo bottle. Wrap 
electrical tape around the cop and bottle to 
prevent the top from loosening. Place an 
identifying label on each bottle, and record 
the date, time, and sample location both on 
Lhe bottles and in a log book. 

744 Water sampling—Prior to use. the 
50 ml .vials (without the dlacs) must be 
capped with aluminum foil and muffled at 
4Q0*C for at least one hour to destroy or 
remove any organic matter that could in¬ 
terfere with analysis. At the sampling loca¬ 
tion fill the vials bubble-free, to overflowing 
so that a convex meniscus forms at tho top. 
The excess water is displaced as the sealing 
disc Is carefully placed. Teflon side down, on 
the opening of the vial. Place the aluminum 
seal over the disc and the neck of the vial 
and crimp Into place. Affix an identifying 
label on the bottle, and record the date, time, 
and sample location both on the vials and 
In a log book. All samples must be kept re¬ 
frigerated until analyzed. 

74 Sample recovery. Samples must be run 
within 24 hours. 

744 Resin sample*—The weight of the 
rc«»n used must be between 0.1 and 44 grams. 
An exact weight must be obtained M 0.001 
gram) for each sample. In the case of sus¬ 
pension resins a volumetric cup can be pre¬ 
pared which will hold the required amount 
or sample. The sample bottle la opened, and 
tho cup volume of resin Is added to the tared 
sample vial (including septum and alumi¬ 
num cap). The vial Is immediately sealed 
and the exact sample weight Is then obtained 
Report this value on the data sheet as It is 
required for calculation of RVCM. In the 
case of relatively dry resin samples (water 
content <04 weight %). 100 M 1 of distilled 
water must be Injected into the vlsl. after 
sealing and weighing, using a 100 syringe. 
In the case of dispersion re*lns. the cup 
cannot be used. The sample la Instead 
weighed approximately in an aluminum dish, 
transferred to the tared vial and weighed 
accurately in the vial. The sample is then 
placed in the Perkln-Elmer head space ana¬ 
lyzer (or equivalent) and conditioned for one 
hour at 00‘C. 

Nora: Some aluminum vial caps have a 
center section which must be removed prior 
to placing Into sample tray. If not removed, 
serious damage to the injection needle will 
occur. 

744 Suspension realn slurry and wet cake 
samples—Slurry must be filtered using a 
small Buchner funnel with vacuum to yield 
wet cake. The filtering process must be con¬ 
tinued only as long as a steady stream of 
water Is exiting from the funnel. Excessive 
filtration time could result In some loos of 
VCM. The wet cako sample (040 to 4.5 grams) 
is Added to a tared via) (Including septum 
and aluminum cap) and Immediately sealed. 
Sample weight Is then determined to 3 deci¬ 
mal places. The sample Is then placed In the 
Perkln-Elmer head space analyzer (or equiva¬ 
lent) and conditioned for one hour at 00-C. 
A sample of wet cake la used to determine 
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TS (total solids) This it required for calcu¬ 
lating the RVCM. 

74 3 Dispersion rtwUn slurry samples.— 
This material should not be filtered. Sample 
must be thoroughly mixed. Using a tared 
vial (including septum and aluminum cap) 
add approximately 8 drops (0 26 to 045 
grams) or slurry or latex using a medicine 
dropper. This should be done immediately 
after mixing. Seal the vial as soon as possible. 
Determine sample weight accurate to 0.001 
grams. Total sample weight must not exoeed 
060 grams. Condition the vial for one hour 
at 90'C It) the analyzer. Determine the TS 
on the alurry sample (Section 755). 

74.4 Inproccsa wastewater namplee— 
Using a tared vial (Including septum and 
aluminum cap) quickly add approximately 

1 cc of water using a medicine dropper. Seal 
the vial as soon as possible. Determine 
sample weight accurate to 0.001 gram. Con¬ 
dition the*vial for two hours at 90‘C in the 
analyzer. 

7.3 Analysis 

7.8 I Preparation of gas chromatograph—* 
install the chromatographic column and con¬ 
dition overnight at 150*C. Do not connect lhe 
exit end of the column to the detector white 
conditioning. 

7544 Flow rate adjustments—Adjust 
flow rates as follows: 

a. Nitrogen carrier gas—Set regulator on 
cylinder to read 60 p*ig. Set regulator on 
chromatograph to 14 kg cm». Normal flown 
at this pressure should be 26 to 40 cc. minute. 
Check with bubble flow meter. 

b. Bhrner air supply—Set regulator on cyl¬ 
inder to read 60 pr.lg. Set regulator on 
chromatograph to supply air to burner at a 
rate between 250 and 300 cc/mlnute Check 
with bubble flowmeter. 

3. Hydrogen supply—Set regulator on cyl¬ 
inder to read 30 patg. Set regulator on 
chromatograph to supply approximately 
35^5 cc minute Optimize hydrogen flow to 
yield the most sensitive detector response 
without extinguishing the flame. Check flow 
with bubble meter and record this flow 

73.15 Temperature adjustment*—Set 

temperatures os follows: 

a. Oven (chromatographic column), 50 
C 

b. Dosing line, 140* C. 

e. Injection block. 140 C. 

d Sample chamber, water temperature* 
90 C±1.0- O. 

75 1.3 Ignition of flame Ionization detec¬ 
tor—Ignite the detector according to the 
manufacturer's instructions. 

754.4 Amplifier balance—Balance the 
amplifier according to the manufacturer's 
instructions. 

734 Programming the chromatograph— 
Program the chromatograph as follows: 

a. I—Dosing time—Tho normal setting Is 

2 seconds 

b. A—Analysis time—The normal setting 
Is 8 minutes. Certain types of samples con¬ 
tain high boiling materials which can cause 
interference wtib the vinyl chloride peak on 
subsequent analyses. In these cases the 
analysis time must be adjusted to eliminate 
the interference. An automated backfluuh 
system can also be used to solve this prob¬ 
lem. 

c. B—Flushing— The normal vetting Is 04 
ml nu tea. 

d. W —Stabilization time—The nomal set¬ 
ting Is 04 minutes. 

e. X— Number of analyses per sample—The 
normal setting Is 1. 

745 Preparation of sample turntable—Be¬ 
fore placing any sample Into turntable, be 
certain that the center section of the alu¬ 
minum cap has been removed. The numbered 
sample bottles nhould be placed in the car- 
responding numbered positions In the turn- 
tablo. Insert sample* in the following order: 
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Positions l A a—Old 2000 ppm standard* 
for conditioning. These are necessary only 
after the analyzer has not been used far 24 
hours or longer. 

position 3—50 ppm standard, freshly pre¬ 
pared. 

position 4—500 ppm standard, freshly pre¬ 
pared. 

position 5—2000 ppm standard, freshly 
prepared. 

Position 0—4000 ppm standard, freshly pre¬ 
pared. 

Position 7—Sample No. 7 (This la the first 
sample of the day. but la given as 7 to be con¬ 
sistent with the turntable and the integrator 
printout.) 

After all samples have been positioned, in¬ 
sert the second set of 60, 600. 2000. and 4000 
ppm standards. Samples, Including stand¬ 
ards must be conditioned In the bath of 
DO' C for 1 hour (not to exceed 6 hours). 

7.3.4 8 tart chromatograph program— 
When all samples. Including standards, havo 
been conditioned at 90* C for 1 hour, start 
the analysis program according to the manu¬ 
facturers’ instructions. These Instructions 
must be carefully followed when starting 
and stopping program to prevent damage to 
the dosing assembly. 

73.6 Determination of total solids (T8). 

For wet cake, slurry, main solution, and 
PVC latex samples, determine TS for each 
sample by accurately weighing approxim¬ 
ately 3 to 4 grams of sample In an aluminum 
pan before and after placing in a draft 
oven (105 to 110* C). Samples must be dried 
to constant weight. After first weighing re¬ 
turn the pan to the oven for a short pe¬ 
riod of time and then re weigh to verify com¬ 
plete dryness. T8 Is then calculated as the 
final sample weight divided by Initial sam¬ 
ple weight. 

8. Calibration. 

Calibration to to be performed each eight- 
hour period when the instrument Is used. 
Each day. prior to running samples, the col¬ 
umn should be conditioned by running two 
of the previous days 2000 ppm standards. 

8.1 Preparation of Standards. 

Calibration standards arc prepared by fill¬ 
ing the vials with the vinyl chloridc/nltro- 
gen standards, rapidly seating the septum 
and sealing with the aluminum cap. Use a 
stainless steel line from the cylinder to the 
vial. Do uot use rubber or tygon tubing. The 
sample line from the cylinder must be 


purged (into hood) for several minutes prior 
to filling vials. After purging, reduce the flow 
rate to approximately 600-1000 cc/mln. Place 
end of tubing Into viol (near bottom) and 
after one minute slowly remove tubing. Place 
septum in vial as soon as possible to mini¬ 
mize mixing air with sample. After the stand¬ 
ard vials are sealed, inject 100^,1 of distilled 
water. 

8.2 Preparation of chromatograph calibra¬ 
tion curve. 

Prepare two 50 ppm, two 500 ppm. two 2000 
ppm. and two 4000 ppm standard samples. 
Run the calibration samples tn exactly the 
same manner m regular samples. Plot A., 
the Integrator area counts for each standard 
sample vs C,. the concentration of vinyl 
chloride In each standard sample. Draw a 
line of best fit through the points. 

9. Calculations. 

9a Response factor. 

From the calibration curve described In 
Section 8.2. above, select the valuo of C< 
that corresponds to A. for each sample. Com¬ 
pute the response factor, Ri. for each sample, 
as follows: 


Equation 107-1 
t» 

9.2 Residual vtuyl chloride monomer con¬ 
centration. or vinyl chloride monomer con¬ 
centration. 

Calculate Cm as follows: 

( Jl,t, \m,Jt +AT, J 

Equntiun 10? 2 

whet*: 

C CaaoenItalian of vfci>l chloride in Ibo Munptr, 

In ppm. 

P*— Laboratory atnvwfhem pmms, nun Tig. 

TV— Hoorn tempnmture, *K. 

A/.-MofactlW wrlflvt ct WM (t2.lt). 

IV—Volume ol vapor pbas» (vial voluino less gamp)* 
Volume). 

Wt-IMftit of wimple, mynt. 

H — t rtu constant ttL‘ ttd). 

K - Usury's Law constant for VCM In PVC at 
arc. K-fUUXlfi^-K, (or VCM ta 1 os 
ftuiproiimaU) wastewater sample at IXPC, 
A'-sVOXtO"*-A*. 

A-Equilibration trmporatara, *KL 

If the folic wing eocidhious art met. Equation 107-2 
ean be Wnpttltod as follows: 

I. Ti-K*C (235* KV 
a. n-®pctwr K). 

X P.-7J0 miu. fig. 


4. 

where 


~ = 2*a—— 

1.4 L4 


V,-VU1 Volume, <* (2L5). 

S, Hompls contain* leas than 00% water. 




Equation 107-3 


The following gvfwnd acjuatfnn can be twd for any 
sample which conUtu* VCM, PVC and/or water. 


Crr# 1 


AJ> m 

R f Ti 


y [ i //*.* + K * , TS) T{A £-U-TS)r,] 

Equal i« »u 107-4 

elm: 

T«-Total solid*. 

Note: K * mutt be iVtimnlrswl. 

For ale* (appro! mat*) wartwwatw saropV, Equin ^ 
li/7-4 can hi situ pill tod to the following: 


(2.0CSX10■•») 

Hf m, 

Equation 107-n 


Result* calculated using Equation 107-4 or 
107-6 represent concentration booed on the 
total sample. To obtain results bused on dry 
PVC content, divide by TS. 
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GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
Office of Federal Management Policy 
[34CFR Part 259] 

JOINTLY FUNDED ASSISTANCE TO STATE 
AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND PRI¬ 
VATE. NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

This notice offers interested parties 
au opportunity to comment on a pro¬ 
posed regulation establishing uniform 
administrative requirements for jointly 
funded assistance to State and local gov¬ 
ernments and private, nonprofit organi¬ 
zations. It is issued in accordance with 
the provisions of the Joint Funding Sim¬ 
plification Act of 1974 and Executive 
Order 11867. 

The proposed regulation was devel¬ 
oped in cooperation with an interagency 
group representing the major Federal 
grantmakine agencies. Its purpose is to 
establish one set of administrative re¬ 
quirements to be followed by all Fed¬ 
eral agencies In supporting jointly funded 
projects, and to encourage the simplifi¬ 
cation and standardization of various 
agency administrative requirements for 
such projects. 

Generally, the proposed regulation dis¬ 
courages Federal agencies from imposing 
requirements on an applicant for jointly 
funded Federal assistance or a recipient 
of Jointly funded assistance in ndditlon 
to those prescribed by this regulation. To 
the extent that such a restriction may 
limit or preclude the participation of any 
Federal agency In jointly funded proj¬ 
ects, we invite such agencies to provide 
comments concerning any additional re¬ 
quirements needed to facillate such par¬ 
ticipation. 

Interested parties should submit their 
comments in duplicate to the General 
Services Administration <AMM). Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20405. AU relevant ma¬ 
terial should be received within 45 cal¬ 
endar days from the date of this issuance. 

Not*: The forms and applicable in¬ 
structions for Joint funding to be pro¬ 
vided os appendix II are on file with the 
original documents. 

Dated: December 11.1975. 

William W. Tiiybony. 

Acting Associate Administrator. 

As proposed, the regulations would read 
as follows: 

This is a Federal Management circular 
requiring all Federal agencies to adopt 
aud foliow f uniform administrative re¬ 
quirements in the provision of Jointly 
funded assistance to State and local gov¬ 
ernments and private, nonprofit organi¬ 
zations. Authority for issuance of such 
standards is provided under the pro¬ 
visions of the Joint Funding Simplifica¬ 
tion Act of 1974. and Executive Orders 
11717 and 11867. 


PART 259—JOINTLY FUNDED ASSIST¬ 
ANCE TO STATE AND LOCAL GOVERN¬ 
MENTS AND PRIVATE, NONPROFIT OR¬ 
GANIZATIONS 

See. 

260.1 Purpose. 

250.2 Effective Date. 

250.3 Supcmejwlon. 

350.4 Background. 

259 6 Policy intent. 

269 8 AppllcabtUty and scope. 

269.7 Definitions. 

259.8 Responsibilities. 

259J0 Reporting requirements 
259.10 Inquiries. 

Authokjtizs: Joint Funding Simplifica¬ 
tion Act of 1074; Executive Order 11717; and 
Executive Order 11867. 

§ 259.1 Purpose. 

This part establishes policies and pro¬ 
cedural to be followed in the Jolut fund¬ 
ing of related programs of Federal as¬ 
sistance to State and local governments 
and private, nonprofit organizations. 

§ 259.2 Effort ive tlalr. 

Tills part shall take effect in 60 cal¬ 
endar days from the date of issuance, 
except that existing Jointly funded proj¬ 
ects developed and administered under 
the Integrated Grant Administration 
(IGA) guidelines Issued by the Office of 
Management and Budget on January 14. 
1972. may be exempt from conformance 
to the provisions of this circular until 
September 30. 1976, or until the project 
is completed, whichever occurs first. In 
the Interim, such projects will continue 
to conform to the 972 IGA guidelines 
and subsequent attachments and 
amendments. 

§ 259.3 Sapmwniun. 

Tnis part supersedes Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget memorandum for 
heads of departments and certain agen¬ 
cies dated January 14. 1972. subject: In¬ 
tegrated Grant Administration Program, 
and all susequent attachments and 
amendments. 

§ 259.4 HaiLsround. 

This part is issued pursuant to the 
Joint Funding Simplification Act of 1974 
i Pub L. 93-510), and Executive Order 
11867. doted June 19, 1975. which dele¬ 
gates to the Administrator of General 
Services authority to issue regulations 
governing Jointly funded assistance to 
State and local governments and pri¬ 
vate, nonprofit organizations, and to per¬ 
form other functions specified in Pub. L. 
93-510. 

§ 259.5 Polity iiitrnt. 

The intent of this part, in accordance 
with section 2. Pub. L. 93-510, is to estab¬ 
lish procedures whereby State and local 
governments and private, nonprofit or¬ 
ganizations may use Federal assistance 
more effectively and efficiently, and may 
adapt tliat assistance more readily to 
their particular needs through the wider 


use of projects drawing upon resourr 
available from more than one Federal 
agency, program, or appropriation It 
further is the intent of this part to en¬ 
courage. and to provide guidance re¬ 
lated to. the establishment of Federal- 
State arrangements under which local 
governments and private, nonprofit or¬ 
ganizations may more effectively anl 
efficiently combine State and Federal re¬ 
sources In support of projects of com¬ 
mon interest to the governments ai d 
organizations concerned. 

§ 259.6 Applicability and *ropr« 

The provisions of this part shall apply 
as follows: 

a. Federal assistance programs. TV.; 
part shall apply to all Federal osslstai. e 
programs, as defined in subparagrui h 
7d below, that provide support to 8tate 
and local governments and private, non¬ 
profit organizations, unless exclude d 
under the provisions of section 3<b- 
Pub. L. 93-510. Where the enabling leg¬ 
islation for a specific Federal asaistan- e 
program prescribes policies and proce¬ 
dures that exceed any or all of the pro¬ 
visions of this part, or that prohibit lh* 
application of any or all ol the pro\ - 
slons of this part, the enabling legist 
tlon shall govern. 

b. Technical assistance and train in ? 
In accordance with section 9. Pub. L. 93- 
510. appropriations available to any Fed¬ 
eral assistance program for technical 
assistance or the training of personnel 
may be made available for the provision 
of technical assistance and training m 
connection with projects proposed or ap¬ 
proved for Joint funding Involving that 
program and any other Federal assi 
ance program. 

§ 259.7 Defmitiofta. 

For the purpose of this part: 

a. The term "Federal agency" mean 
any agency, department, corporation 
independent establishment, or other cn 
tity of the executive branch of the Gov¬ 
ernment of the United States. 

b. The term "participating agency 
means any Federal. State, or other 
agency which provides, or will provid* 
financial assistance to a jointly funded 
project at some Time during the pra 
Jected funding period for the project 

c. The term "lead agency" means a 
Federal or State participating agenrv 
designated to coordinate the participa¬ 
tion of all grantor agencies involved In 
a Jointly funded project, and to act as 
the applicant’s primary contact for all 
administrative matters related to the 
specific project concerned. Generally, 
the lead agency is a funding agency un 
leas considerable technical assistant 
or special expertise is being provided in 
lieu of financial support. 

d. The term "management fund agen¬ 
cy’* means a participating Federal 
agency responsible for the administra¬ 
tion of the management fund as pre¬ 
scribed in appendix D. 
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e. The term ' Federal assistance pro¬ 
grams" means programs that provide 
resistance through grant or contract¬ 
ual arrangements, to Include programs 
commonly referred to as block grants, 
but does not Include assistance in the 
form of general revenue sharing, loans, 
loan guarantees, or insurance. 

f. The term “applicant" means any 
State or local government or private, 
nonprofit organization acting separately 
or together In seeking assistance with 
respect to a single project. 

g. The term "project" means any un- 
ni-rtaking, whether of a temporary or 
continuing nature, that includes compo¬ 
nents proposed or approved for assist¬ 
ance under more than one Federal pro¬ 
gram, or one or more Federal programs 
and one or more State programs, pro¬ 
vided each of those components con¬ 
tributes materially to the accomplish¬ 
ment of a single purpose or closely re¬ 
lated purposes, as described in appendix 
A. subparagraph 2b< 1 >. 

h. The term "State" means any of the 
several States of the United States. Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, any territory or possession 
or the United States, or any agency or 
instrumentality of a State, and any tribe 
as defined in Section 3(c) of the Indian 
Financing Act (88 StaU 77>. 

L The term "local government" means 
a local unit of government Including a 
city, county, parish, town, township, vil¬ 
lage, school district, or any agency or 
instrumentality of a local unit of gov¬ 
ernment, and regional governmental 
entities such as councils of government, 
intrastate districts, and interstate bodies. 

j. The term "private, nonprofit orga¬ 
nizations" means private institutions of 
higher education, private hospitals, and 
other private, nonprofit organizations 
such as, but not limited to. community 
action agencies. Headstart agencies, re¬ 
search institutes, educational associa¬ 
tions, and health centers. The term does 
not Include foreign or international or¬ 
ganizations (such as agencies of the 
United Nations and Government-owned 
facilities) or research centers providing 
rontinulng support for mission-oriented, 
large scale programs which are (usually) 
Government-owned or controlled, or arc 
designed as federally funded research 
and development centers. 

* 259.8 Re*|K>n«ibililieft. 

a. Federal agencies. The head of each 
Federal agency administering programs 
of assistance to State and local govern¬ 
ments nnd private, nonprofit organiza¬ 
tions shall be responsible for: 

(1) Assuring implementation of this 
part through Internal directive, order, 
or regulations by all affected agency per¬ 
sonnel within 60 calendar days from the 
effective date of this part. 

(2) Identifying, by "Catalog of Fed¬ 
eral Domestic Assistance" reference 
number, related programs likely to be 
particularly suitable or appropriate for 
providing Joint support for specific kinds 
of projects thereunder, in accordance 
With section 3(b) <1>, Pub. L. 93-510. It 
Is further the responsibility of heads of 
agencies to assure this information is 


communicated on a timely basis to all 
concerned agency personnel, other Fed¬ 
eral agencies, and Federal Regional 
Councils, in order to respond more effi¬ 
ciently to applicant inquiries concerning 
the suitability of various Federal assist¬ 
ance programs for joint funding. 

(3) Designating by organizational title 
and location an office or official: 

(a) Within the agency headquarters, 
to coordinate intro-agency implementa¬ 
tion of this part and serve as the primary 
point of contact for other Federal agen¬ 
cies and prospective applicants with re¬ 
spect to agency Joint funding activities 
and policies: and 

(b> Within each regional office, to co¬ 
ordinate agency Joint funding activities 
within the region, and to serve as the 
primary contact for the Federal Regional 
Councils, other Federal agencies, and 
prospective applicants with respect to 
agency Joint funding activities, to in¬ 
clude serving on permanent or ad hoc 
Joint funding committees as may be 
established by any Federal Regional 
Council, in comailtatlon with member 
agencies. 

b. Federal Regional Councils. The Fed¬ 
eral Regional Council chairpersons shall: 

(1) Make such FRC organizational 
and staff assignments they consider nec¬ 
essary and appropriate to carry out Joint 
funding functions assigned to the FRC's 
by this part, to Include establishment of 
ad hoc or permanent interagency com¬ 
mittees for purposes of overseeing the 
processing of requests for. or the admin¬ 
istration of. Jointly funded assistance: 

(2) Take actions, as described in this 
part, to promote Federal-State provision 
of Joint assistance to local governments 
and private, nonprofit organizations; 

(3) Assure issues of an interagency 
nature which arise during the processing 
of requests for, or the administration 
of. Jointly funded assistance are brought 
to the attention of the FRC and resolved 
in a timely manner, as appropriate: and 

(4) Maintain continuous oversight of 
Jointly funded projects In order to as¬ 
sure such projects are developed and 
administered in conformance with the 
policies and procedures established by 
this part, and to evaluate from time to 
time the overall effectiveness of Joint 
funding practices within the region. 

c. General Services Administration 
<GSA>. The Administrator of General 
Services shall: 

(1) Oversee the implementation and 
application of policies and procedures 
established by this part: 

(2) Assure administrative assistance, 
to include interpretation of policies and 
procedures, is provided to Federal agen¬ 
cies. Federal Regional Councils, appli¬ 
cants. and others affected by this part, 
as appropriate: and 

(3> Prepare, in accordance with sec¬ 
tion 11, Pub. L, 93-510. a comprehensive 
report for transmission by the President 
to the Congress at least one year prior to 
the expiration of Pub. L. 93-510, on ac¬ 
tions taken under the Act. and make 
recommendations for Its continuation, 
modification, or termination. The report 
shall provide a detailed evaluation of 


the functioning of the Act. including 
information regarding the benefits and 
costs of Jointly funded projects accruing 
to the participating State and local gov¬ 
ernments and private, nonprofit organi¬ 
zations. and to the Federal Government. 
The report shall be prepared In coopera¬ 
tion with the aforementioned groups. 

§ 239.9 Reporting requirement*. 

a. Federal agencies. The heads of Fed¬ 
eral agencies shall provide to the Ad¬ 
ministrator of General Services. Atten¬ 
tion: Office of Federal Management 
Policy (AMM>: 

(1) A copy of agency regulations or 
directives. If any. issued to implement 
this part, within 30 calendar days of 
such issuance. 

(2) A list of all agency programs 
Identified as suitable for Joint funding, 
and a list of all agency personnel desig¬ 
nated to coordinate Joint funding activ¬ 
ities, as required in subparagraph 9a 
above. It further shall be the respon¬ 
sibility of agency heads to inform OSA. 
other Federal agencies, and Federal 
Regional Councils of any change In pro¬ 
gram identifications or personnel desig¬ 
nations as they occur. 

(3) Other reports and Information as 
may from time to time be requested by 
the Administrator of General Services 
for the express purpose of meeting as¬ 
signed responsibilities enumerated in 
EO. 11867, dated June 19. 1975. to in¬ 
clude information necessary to prepare 
the comprehensive report to the Con¬ 
gress described In subparagraph 9c (3) 
above. 

b. Federal Regional Councils . The 
chairpersons of the Federal Regional 
Councils shall assure the submission to 
OSA of such reports as shall from time 
to time be requested by the Administra¬ 
tor of General Services for the express 
purpose of meeting assigned respon¬ 
sibilities enumerated in E.O. 11867. to 
include Information necessary to pre¬ 
pare the comprehensive report to the 
Congress described In subparagraph 9c 

(3) above. 

§ 259.10 Inquiries. 

Additional Information concerning 
this part may be obtained by contact¬ 
ing: Oeneral Services Administration 
(AMM), Washington, D.C. 20405 Tele¬ 
phone (IDS) 183-7461. (FTS) 202-343- 
7461. 

Tails or Contents ros ArrsKoixsa 
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projects which are appropriate for Jointly 
funded assistance from more than one Ped- 
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era! agency. program, or appropriation, or 
from on© or more Federal agencies and one 
or more State agencies. 

2. Preparation of preapplication. 
a Preapplication forma. Applicant* who 
wtah to propose project* appropriate for 
jointly funded assistance shall complete the 
required forms as follows: 

(1) State and local units of government 
shall complete Part* I through ITT of the 
standard "PresppllcatSon for Federal Assist¬ 
ance/' exhibit M-l, FMO 74-7. "Uniform ad¬ 
ministrative requirement* for grants-ln-ald 
to 8tate and local governments/* The Gen¬ 
eral Service* Administration ha* agreed to 
requests from a limited number of Federal 
agencies to modify the information required 
In Parts I through in of the standard pre- 
application form. It shall be the applicant'* 
responsibility to eonsult with any agencies 
whoso requirements are not known prior to 
the completion and submission of a pre- 
application form. In odd!lion to Fart* I 
through 111 of the standard form, applicants 
shall complete Part IV "Program Narrative 
Statement' required by each agency or pro¬ 
gram from which- assistance 1* requested 
Applicants are required to Identify all pro¬ 
grams from which assistance la requested 
in the preappllcation for a Jointly funded 
project, to include those programs which 
normally do not require submission of a 
prrapplication form. Copies of standard forms 
to bo used for Jointly funded project* and 
Instructions for their use are oontalned In 
appendix H. 

(2) Private, nonprofit organisation*, and 
other applicants who wish to propose Jointly 
funded projects to be supported by Federal 
program* which do not require the us* of 
standard forms* promulgated through FMC 
74-7. arc encouraged to consult with the ap¬ 
propriate Federal Regional Council prior to 
the completion of any preappllcation docu¬ 
ments. In those instances where the proposed 
project will be carried out within a given 
Federal region, and wUl draw primarily upon 
Federal program* administered at a head¬ 
quarters level only, the Federal Regional 
Council may refer the applicant to bead- 
quarters ofllclnls for the agency from which 
the greatest single share or assistance la 
desired. 

b. Supplemental information. In addition 
to the basic preappllcation form*a), all ap¬ 
plicants shall provide the following: 

(11 A narrative Justification of the need 
for Jointly funded assistance to complete the 
proposed project, to Include the manner in 
which each separate program from which 
assistance Is requested will contribute ma¬ 
terially to the accomplishment of a single 
purpose or closely related purpose*. In so 
doing, the applicant must demonstrate that 
a relationship exists among the program* 
cited through a commonality of purpose or 
ability to support related goals. The appli¬ 
cant further must demonstrate the specific 
activities to be supported by each program 
are part of an overall strategy to achieve a 
common stated objective consistent with the 
functional purposes of the applicant organi¬ 
sation. and the general Intent of the specific 
assistance programs requested. 

(2) Notice of special timing considerations 
which may affect the feasibility of the pro¬ 
posed project, in accordance with section 4. 
joint Funding Simplification Act of 1974 
(P.L. 93-510). 

(3) Requests, if any. for waiver of single 
or r.peciflc public agency eligibility require¬ 
ments applicable to any of the program* from 
which assistance 1* requested. In accordance 
with section 0(c), PX. 93-510: 

•*. . . Federal agency heads may waive re¬ 
quirements that a single or speclflc public 
agency be utilised or designated to receive, 
supervise, or otherwise administer a part of 
the Federal assistance drawn upon by any 
Jointly funded project to the extent that ad¬ 


ministration by another public agency Is de¬ 
termined to be fully consistent wtlh appli¬ 
cable State or local law and with the objec¬ 
tives of the Federal assistance program in¬ 
volved. This authority may bo exercised only 

(1) upon request of the head of a unit of 
general government, with respect to agencies 
that he certifies to be under his Jurisdiction, 
or (2) with the agreement of the several 
State or local public agencies concerned.'* 

(4) Identification and request for agency 
review of any administratively established 
program requirements, a* described In Ap¬ 
pendix O. the applicant considers to be a 
serious Impediment to the Joint support of 
the proposed project, in accordance with 
section 3(b) (3). PL. 93-510. 

(5) Vermestion by a certified public ac¬ 
countant or authorized Federal agency that 
private, nonprofit applicant organisation* 
maintain or can develop an accounting sys¬ 
tem whereby records will be kept by separate 
Federal programs and appropriation* from 
which assistance received. Such certifica¬ 
tion shall be required as a condition for the 
award of Jointly funded assistance, and shall 
be borne at the applicant's own expense. 

3. 5ubm1x*<oti of preapplieation. 

a. Submission to A-95 clearinghourta A 
copy of the preappllcation for Jointly funded 
assistance shall be submitted by the appli¬ 
cant to the clearinghouse (a) designated in 
accordance with Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) Circular No. A-95. "Evalua¬ 
tion. review, and coordination of Federal and 
federally assisted programs and projects." 
This requirement rhall apply to all Jointly 
funded projects which may have an Impact 
on State, area wide, or local development. 
Including development of natural, economic, 
and human resource*. Certification by the 
applicant that a copy of the preapplieation 
has been sent to the appropriate clearing¬ 
house (a) shall be included with the preap- 
pl! ration submitted to Federal officials. 

b. Submission to Federal Regional Coun- 
rth Applicants for Jointly funded assistance 
should submit all required preappllcation 
documents, hereinafter referred to os the 
preappllcation. to the Federal Regional Coun¬ 
cils established for the geographic area 
within which the applicant organisation Is 
located. Specific locations and geographic 
boundaries of the Federal Regional Councils 
are contained in exhibit A-l. The only ex¬ 
ception to this procedure will be to the case 
of private, nonprofit organisation* referred 
to headquarters officials of a speclflc Federal 
agency, as noted in subparagraph 2a<2) 
above. In such instances, the Federal agency 
receiving the preappllcation will assume all 
functions normally assigned to the Federal 
Regional Council throughout the balance of 
this appendix and subsequent appendixes. 

c. SubmUtion to State agencies. If the pro¬ 
posed project Includes assistance from State 
sources (including Federal State funds), the 
applicant shall submit a copy of the preap- 
plieatlon to appropriate Slate agencies In 
conformance with notification procedures es¬ 
tablished by the individual State (a) con¬ 
cerned. The governor of each State is en¬ 
couraged to designate a single 8tate agency 
or function to receive and coordinate all 
requests for State participation In Jointly 
funded projects. In the absence of direct 
State financial participation in the proposed 
project, the applicant Is encouraged to sub¬ 
mit copies of the preappllcation to appro¬ 
priate State agencies for information pur- 
poees only, provided copies have not been 
submitted previously through the A-96 proc- 
en. 

4. Reaponsfbilitic* for preapplicaoon rc- 
rlrtr. 

a. General reaponsibilttie*. In accordance 
with section 4, PX. 03-510. actions taken by 
Federal officials related to the processing of 


applications or requests for assistance tinder 
two or more Federal programs in aupporr nr 
any project shall be designed to aesurr *o 
far as reasonably possible, that: 

il) All required review* and approvals nr. 
handled expeditiously; 

(2) Full account in taken of any spe ! ; 

e nstdcratlona of tuning that are tnsd« 
town by the applicant that would affr 
the feasibility cf a Jointly funded project 
<3) The applicant Is required to deal with 
a minimum number of Federal represent*, 
lives, acting separately or as a common bonM 
or panel; 

(4) The applicant la promptly inform* i 
of decisions with respect to an application 
and of any special problem* or linpedtmn 
that may affect the feasibility of Fedr i 
provision of assistance on a Joint basis: am 
(5) The applicant is not required by rep¬ 
resentatives of any one Federal agency or 
program to obtain Information or osaura:.- 
concerning the requirements or action-* f 
another Federal agency that could more 
appropriately be secured through direct con 
munlcatton among the Federal agenclcr i - 
voiced. 

b. Federal Regional Councils (FRO. The 
Federal Regional countl's shall: 

(I) Receive all preappllcation* for Joint; 
funded assistance, except when an applU\. t 
has been advised by the FRC to submit the 
preappllcation directly to the headquarter 
office of a specific Federal agency. 

13) Coordinate review of the prcappilcr.- 
tlon by Federal a~d, If appropriate. 8tfiie 
agencies from which an applicant rtqucv- 
assistance. The FRC may request the coocdi 
nation of preappllcation review by an indi¬ 
vidual Federal agency when: 

(a! All Federal programs from which *t- 
app)leant requests assistance are admin 1 
tered by one agency; or 
(bi FRC workload cr staff limitations 
inch that coordination by an tOdtHduu! 
agency octtng under the auspices of the FIL 
can b» carried out more efficiently than 
FRC sixffperson*. 

(3) Upon favorably preapplloatlon rovn** 
establish a project task force of represent 
lives from each agency participating in thr 
project, and designate a lead agency to choir 
the task force ar.d assume overall admin n- 
trailve responsibility for the project, 

c. Federal ageneift. Federal agencies shall 
(1) Coordinate review of the preapplk. 
Uon by Federal and, tf appropriate. State 
agencies from which an applicant request' 
assistance, when to designated by the FR< 
(2) Cooperate with the FRC or designatei 
agency coordinating preappllcation review 
carry out Internal review with respect t<> 
agency programs from which an applies 
requests assistance; and 

(31 Sarye as lead agency. If so request'd b 
the FRC, and appoint agency represents tivcf 
to the project task force established by the 
FRC. 

d. Appointment cf coordinating office 
Upon receipt of preapplieation for Jointly 
funded assistance, the FodersI Regions! 
Council or a Federal agency designated by the 
FRC will appoint a coordinating officer to 
oversee pr'application review. The coordi 
natlng officer shall: 

(1) Serve os the applicant's primary Fed 
ernl contact during the preapplieation re- 
view period: 

(2) Determine whether the preapplicath 
conforms to the standard form described to 
appendix H, and FMC 74-7. or other prear¬ 
ranged format for program* not covered by 
FMC 74-7, and that the preappllcation !■ 
complete with respect to all required infor¬ 
mation; 

(3) Assure copies of the preappllcation an 
provided to all Federal and. If appropriate 
State agencies from which an applicant re¬ 
quests assistance; 
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(4) Establish an official project file. to In¬ 
clude at leant the following Information: 

(a) Appropriate FRC »nd agency We con¬ 
trol number; 

(b) Date prcappl teat ion received; 

(c) Date review Initiated, if other than 
date of receipt; 

<d) Copy of preapplication and supporting 
document!} submitted by applicant; 

(e) Special comlderatlons requested by 
Applicant; 

(f) Disposition of proposal, by program 
and amount; 

(g) State programs involved. If any, and 
disposition of reqeusU for State participa¬ 
tion; and 

(h) Date review completed; 

(5) Assist applicant, in conjunction with 
other participating agencies, to Identify sup¬ 
plemental or alternative sources of Federal 
support for tbs proposed project; and 

(6) Receive separate agency reviews of the 
preappllcatlon and, in consultation with the 
agencies concerned, prepare a consolidated 
report to the FRC for transmission to the 
applicant. 

5. Preapptication review procedures. 

a. Review criteria , Each Federal snd par¬ 
ticipating 8tato agency shall review the pre¬ 
application with respect to the program (w) 
administered by that agency from which an 
Applicant requests aiuUsiance, Each reviewing 
official should aKseas: 

(t) Applicant eligibility for the program(a) 
requested; 

(2) Feasibility of the proposed project, to 
Include consistency with Federal and agency 
policies concerning the scope and purpose of 
joint funding: 

(3) The degree to which the applicant has 
property demonstrated a relationship be¬ 
tween the program <s) administered by the 
reviewing agency and those of other agencies 
from which assistance is requested, as re¬ 
quired by subparagraph 2b(l) above; 

(4) Competitiveness of the proposed proj¬ 
ect with similar requests for program funds, 
to include those appllcatlrna for categorical 
finance submitted under normal agency 
procedures; 

<S| Special timing and special eligibility 
ronaiderationi requested by the applicant. If 

any; 

(0) Applicant requests for agency review 
of adminiatratlvely established program re¬ 
quirements considered to be a serious im¬ 
pediment to Joint funding of the proposed 

project; and 

(7) Administratively established program 
requirements, tn addition to or In the ab¬ 
sence of any Identified by the applicant, 
which tho reviewing official considers to be 
a serkms impediment to Joint funding of the 
proposed project. 

b. Requests/ fer additional information. 
Reviewing officials may request additional 
information from applicants If necessary to 
meet preappllcatlon review r>qulrement* for 
ihe particular program( b) Involved, provided 
*uch Information Is required In tho ap¬ 
proved preappllcatlon forms for the program 
In question, and Is not contained In the pro- 
application form or supporting documents 
already submitted by the applicant. Such re¬ 
quest* may be made directly to the appli¬ 
cant. provided the coordinating officer is 
notified in writing of the action taken. 

ff. Notice of preapptication review. 

n. Agency revinc actions. Within 30 eaten- 
thir days of receipt, each Federal apd. If ap¬ 
propriate, State agency reviewing the pre- 
sppllratlon shall transmit to the coordinating 
tllcer a standard Notice of Preapplicstlou 
Review,* 1 exhibit M~2, FMC74-7, for each pro¬ 
gram administered by that agency from 
which an applicant requests assistance. In 
addition to Information contained in the 
standard form, each ageucy or program shall 
Indicate: 


(1) Whether an , applicant's request to 
waive single or specific public agency eligi¬ 
bility requirements is approved. Eligibility 
question a of ibis type must be resolved prior 
to the submission of a formal application for 
the proposed project. 

(2) The extent to which special timing 
considerations requested by the applicant 
can be accommodated, and the impact such 
actions may have on the feaaiblllty of pro¬ 
viding Joint assistance to the project. 

(3) Action taken, in accordance with ap¬ 
pendix O, with respect to administratively 
established program requirements identified 
by the applicant or the agency reviewing of¬ 
ficial as serious impediment* to Joint fund¬ 
ing of the project. 

(4) Any special requirements necessary to 
process a formal application for the pro¬ 
posed project. 

(5) It agency review is favorable: 

(.a) Eatimated level of funding for the 
project: 

(b) Name of official to represent agency 
or program on project task force; and 

(c) Whether agency Is willing to serve 
an lead agency for the project. 

(6) If agency review is not faboravie: 

(a) The reasons why the agency or pro¬ 
gram has determined It will not participate 
in the proposed project, with specific refer¬ 
ences to the review criteria noted In sub¬ 
paragraph 4a above: and 

(b) Whether the agency or program will 
accept for consideration a request for cate¬ 
gorical assistance from the applicant In lieu 
of participation In a Jointly funded project. 

b Notification to applicant. Within 15 cal¬ 
endar days of receipt of all notices of pre- 
application review, the coordinating officer. 
In consultation with all participating agen¬ 
cies, shall consolidate all reviews into a sin¬ 
gle “Notice of Preappllcatlon Review.** The 
single notice shall be submitted to the FRC 
chairperson for transmission to the appli¬ 
cant. fn addition to Information contained 
in the rt&ndard ~Notloe of Preappllcatlon 
Review.** the notification to the applicant 
ah all comply with (1) or (2) below: 

(1) If two or more Federal program*, or 
one or more Federal and one or more State 
programs Indicate a favorable review of the 
project, and a relationship exists, among 
such programs through a commonality of 
purpose or ability to support related goals, 
the notification to the applicant shall indi¬ 
cate: 

fa) Submission or a formal project appli¬ 
cation for Jointly funded assistance is ap¬ 
propriate; 

(b) Special requirements identified by 
reviewing programs necessary to process a 
project application; 

<c> Leald agency designated by the FRC to 
which application for Jointly funded as¬ 
sistance should be submitted, to Include 
name of project manager appointed by the 
lead ageucy; 

(d) Disposition of any requests by ap¬ 
plicant far special timing and special eligibil¬ 
ity considerations; 

(e) Disposition of and action taken on any 
administratively established program re¬ 
quirements identified by the applicant or 
agency reviewing officials as serious Impedi¬ 
ment* to Joint funding of the project, as 
described in appendix O; and 

(f) List of all project task force members. 

(2) If the proposed project is not consid¬ 
ered favorably for Joint funding, the notifica¬ 
tion shall Indicate: 

(a) Tho reasons why the proposal was not 
favorably reviewed; 

<b) Which Federal agencies, if any, will 
provide technical assistance to the applicant 
to refine the proposal; and 

(o) Which Federal agencies, based upon 
their review of the preappllcatlon. will ac¬ 
cept for ronsiderat ton applications for cate- 
gnrl .*) assistance from the applicant. 
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7. Jtsfflblbhmenf of task force and pre- 
application conference. 

a. Establishment of task force . When a pre- 
appUcatlon for Jointly funded assistance has 
been reviewed favorably, the Federal Region*l 
Council shall: 

(1) Establish a project task force consist¬ 
ing of representatives from each part trip* ting 
Federal and 8tate agency; and 

(2) Designate a lead agency for the project. 
The lead agency shall appoint a project man¬ 
ager, who will convene and chair task force 
meetings. 

b. Preapplication conference. As soon as 
possible following the notification of pre- 
application review to the applicant, the lead 
agency shall hold a preappllcatlon conference 
to be attended by the applicant and members 
of tho project task force. The date and place 
of the preappllcatton conference shall be 
noted in the appropriate section of the stand¬ 
ard * Notice of Preappllcatlon Review** sent to 
the applicant. The purpoee of the preapplica¬ 
tion conference Is to: 

U) Provide the applicant an opportunity 
to meet with all potential funding agenclt* 
and to discuss collective and individual re¬ 
quirements necessary to process a formal 
project application. At a minimum, the scope 
and format of any Information required by 
participating agencies or programs in addi¬ 
tion to the basic application forms should be 
established. Such requirements should be 
specified in a'rltlng and. to the extent prac¬ 
ticable, shall constitute the total information 
required by participating agencies to review 
and approve the project. 

(2) Discuss among potential funding agen¬ 
cies and the applicant the probable disposi¬ 
tion of unresolved or disputed matters re¬ 
lating to any administratively established 
program requirements considered to be se¬ 
rious impediments to Joint funding of the 
proposed project. 

(3) Determine whether an environmental 
Impact statement must accompany the ap¬ 
plication. If required, arrangements should 
be made for preparation of a Joint or single 
environmental Impact statement for the 
project, in accordance with Title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations <CFR>. section 1500: 
“Preparation of Environmental Impact State¬ 
ments: Ouldellncs.**Section 1500.7(b) states: 

“Where more than one agency (1) directly 
sponsors an action, or is directly involved 
In an action through funding, licenses, or 
permits, or (2) Is Involved in a group of 
actions directly related to each other because 
of their functional Interdependence and geo¬ 
graphical proximity, consideration should be 
given to preparing one statement for all the 
Federal actions Involved (see f 1500.6(d)(1)). 
Agencies m such case* should consider the 
possibility of Joint preparation of a state¬ 
ment by all agencies -concerned, or designa¬ 
tion of a single 'lead agency* to assume super¬ 
visory responsibility for preparation of tho 
statement. Where a lead agency prepares the 
statement, the other agencies Involved should 
provide assistance with respect to their areas 
of Jurisdiction And expertise. In either case, 
the statement should contain an environ¬ 
mental assessment of the full range of Fed¬ 
eral actions Involved, should reflect the view* 
of all participating agencies. and should be 
prepared before major or irreversible actions 
hAve been taken by any of the participating 
agencies. Factors relevant in determining an 
appropriate lead agency include the time 
eeotienec in which the agencies become in¬ 
volved. the magnitude of their respective in¬ 
volvement. and their relative expertise with 
respect to the project's environmental effects. 
As necessry, the Council (on Environmental 
Quality] will assist In resolving qtiestiona of 
responsibility for statement preparation in 
the case of multi-agency actions. . . .** 

(4) Arrange for such assistance to the 
applicant as m*y be appropriate to prepare 
the project application. 
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AmiiAtioN Pui.inpt and raocrauaxs 

I. Purpose. This appendix eels forth poll* 
clcn and procedure* to be followed In the 
submission, review, and approval of appllca- 
tlona for project* which are approplrnte for 
jolnly funded anelxtance from more than 
one Federal Agency, program, or appropria¬ 
tion. or from one or more Federal agencies 
and one or more State agencies. 

2 PreperatIon of applies flow. 

a. Application forms. Applicants for 
Jointly funded project* shall complete the re¬ 
quired forms as follows: 

(I) State and local unit* of government 
ah all complete Parts I through HI of the 
standard “Application for Federal Assistance" 
described in (a) or (b) below. The Oeneral 
Services Administration has agreed to re¬ 
quests from a limited number of Federal 
agencies to rnJdlfy the information required 
In Parts T through III of the standard ap¬ 
plication form. It shall be the applicant’s 
responsibility to consult with any agencies 
whose requirements arc not known prior to 
completion and submission of an applica¬ 
tion. In addition to Part I through HI of the 
standard form, applicants shall complete 
the Part IV ••Program Narrative" required by 
each agency or program from which Assist¬ 
ance l* requested. Copies of the standard 
forms and instruction* for their use are con¬ 
tained In appendix H The basic forma are: 


(a) “Application far Federal Assistance 
4 Nonconstruction Programs). * 1 * exhibit M l, 
FMC 74-7. to be used to apply for Joint fund¬ 
ing of projects which do not Include requests 
to support construction or real property ac¬ 
quisition; and 

(b) “Application for Federal Assistance 
(for Construction Programs).“ exhibit M-4. 
KMC 74 7. to toe used to apply for Joint fund¬ 
ing of projects which Include one or more 
requests to support construction or real 
property acquisition. 

(2) Private, nonprofit organisations, and 
other applicants who apply for Jointly funded 
projects to be supported by Federal programs 
which do not require the use of standard 
forms promulgated through FMC 74-7. shall 
consult with the project tusk force prior to 
completion of any application documents. It 
shall be the responsibility of the task force 
to develop, to the extent practicable, a single 
application format acceptable to all agencies 
and programs participating in the project. 

b. Supplemental information. In addition 
to the basic application forms, applicants 
shall provide the following: 

(1) Any special requirements or Informa¬ 
tion identified by participating agencies tn 
the "Notice of PreappUcatlon Review:" 

(2) Notice of special timing considerations 
which may affect the feasibility of the proj¬ 
ect, In accordance with section 4. Joint 


Funding Simplification Act of 1974 <P L 
93 610). provided such notice, if any, wo* 
not made or resolved during the preappllcn 
tlon review period; and 

(3) Requests for review and modification of 
specific administratively established program 
requirements, as described in appendix G. 
which the applicant believes woxild Impede 
Joint rfinding of the project under considera¬ 
tion. provided such requests were not made 
or resolved during the preappllcauon review 
period. 

3. Submission of Application . 
o. Submission to A- 95 cksaringhousn A 
copy of the application shall be submitted 
to designated clearinghouse(s) In accord¬ 
ance with the procedures outlined In Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular 
No. A-05. Evidence of clearinghouse review 
must be Included with the application sub¬ 
mitted to Federal and. If appropriate. 8tntr 
official*, to Include: 

(1) Comments and recommendations made 
by or through clearinghouses, along with a 
statement that such comments have been 
considered prior to submission of the appli¬ 
cation or 

(2) A statement that the procedures out¬ 
lined in OMB Circular Na A-95 have been 
followed and no comments or recommenda¬ 
tions have been received. 

b. Submission to lead agency. Applicant' 
shall submit all required application docu¬ 
ments. hereinafter referred to a* the appli¬ 
cation. to the lead agency designated by the 
Federal Regional Council and Identified In 
the “Notice of Preapplication Review" lent 
to the applicant under the provisions of 
appendix A. subparagraph 6b. 

a Submission to State agencies. It the 
project la to Include assistance from 8tate 
sources (Including Federal/‘State passthrough 
funds), the applicant shall submit copies of 
tho application to a State agency or func¬ 
tion designated to receive and coordinate 
requests far State participation In Jointly 
funded projects or. where a single 8 tat* 
coordinator has not been designated, to each 
State agency from which assistance Is re¬ 
quested. In the absence of direct State 
financial participation In the project, the 
applicant Is encouraged to send copies of 
the application to appropriate State agencies 
for Information purposes only. 

4. Responsibilities for application proces¬ 
sing and approval. 

a. General responsibilities. In accordance 
with section 4. Pub. L. 03-610. actions taken 
bv Federal officials related to the proccwdm: 
ot applications or request* for assistance 
under two or more Federal program* In sup¬ 
port of any project shall be designed to as¬ 
sure, bo far a* reasonably possible, that: 

(1) All required review* and approval* 
are handled expeditiously: 

(2) Full account is taken of any special 
considerations of timing that are made 
known by the applicant that would affect 
the feasibility of a Jointly funded project; 

(3) The applicant Is required to deal with 
a minimum number of Federal representa¬ 
tives, acting eeparately or os a common board 
or panel; 

44) The applicant is promptly informed of 
decisions with reaped to on application and 
of any special problem* or impediments thai 
may effect the feasibility of Federal pro¬ 
vision* of assistance on a Joint basin; and 

(6) The applicant Is not required by repre 
sentatlvda or any one Federal sgency or pro¬ 
gram to obtain Information or assurance- 
concerning the requirement* or action* of 
another Federal agency that could more ap¬ 
propriately be secured through direct com¬ 
munication among the Federal agencies 
Involved. 

b. Lead agency. The lead agency shall: 

(1) Advise the A-95 deartnghoujuM»i of 
action token on the application. For ele- 
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mentis) of the application Approved con¬ 
trary to clcartnghoune(s) recommendations, 
the participating agency supporting such 
element (s) shall be responsible for supply¬ 
ing the appropriate clearinghouse (•) with 
rr'iulred explanation (a). 

1 2) Conduct or arrange for the conduct 
of a preaward survey or the applicant's fl- 

nncial management system. In accordance 
with appendix F, preaward surveys shall be 
completed and accepted by the lead agency 
prior to the Joint rundtng grant award. 

(3) Assure an approved coat allocation 
plan exists or is developed for the applicant 

rganlaaUon. In accordance with the follow¬ 
ing Federal Management Circulars, as appro¬ 
priate: PMC 74-4. “Cost principles applicable 
to grants and contracts with State and local 
^vernmenta;" PMC 73-3. “Coot shariug on 
Federal research;* 4 FMC 73-6. “Coordinating 
indirect cost rates and audit at educational 
institution*;" and FMC 73^8. “Cost prin¬ 
ciples for educational Institutions/' However. 
If all participating agencies are supporting 
a single function or activity, and are able to 
finance all phases of the work, then the 
lead agency shall arrange for an agreed upon 
percentage of support by each participating 
program for the purpose of distributing 
• harges to the appropriate Federal and non- 
Frderal participant/. 

(4) Perform the following functions under 
the direction of the project manager: 

(a) Call and chair task force meetings: 

lb) Serve as the applicant's primary point 
of communication with agencies participat¬ 
ing in tho project during the application 
processing period; 

(c) Coordinate review and approval of 
the application by participating agencies; 

(d) If ao requested, arrange for assistance 
to the applicant to develop the project ap¬ 
plication. either individually or in cooper¬ 
ation with ono or more task force members; 

(e) Receive separate agency reviews of the 
application and. In consultation with the 
uuk force, prepare a consolidated notice of 
approval and grant award, or notice of dis¬ 
approval. to be forwarded to the applicant 
by the lead agency; 

If) Maintain an omclal project Ale. to 
include at least the following: 

l. agency file control number and, If re¬ 
quested. FRC control number; 

11 original or copy of complete preappli¬ 
cation file; 

ill. copy of application and supporting 
uocumenu submitted by the applicant; 

iv. date application received: 

v. special considerations requested by 

applicant; 

vl. disposition of application, by program 
and amount; 

viL list of task force members; and 

vUi. copy of official notice of approval or 
disapproval to applicant, and related notif¬ 
ication documents. 

C. Participating Federal and State agencies 
Participating Federal and State agencies shall 
assure the agency is represented on the proj¬ 
ect task force established by the FRC. Tho 
task forco representative shall; 

(1) Coordinate agency or program review 
and approval of the application; 

(2) Carry out all required actions within 
deadlines established by the task force, or 
Inform the project manager in writing of the 
reasons why any such deadlines cannot be 
met and when the required actions can be 
taken; and 

(3) If so requested, assist the applicant to 
develop the project application with respect 
to programs administered by the individual 
participating agency, 

d. Federal Regional Councils. The Federal 
Regional Councils shall; 

(I) Maintain a continuing liaison with the 
lead agency and project task force for pur¬ 


poses of monitoring overall processing of the 
application; and 

(2) Provide a forum for the resolution of 
specific Interagency Issues which may arise 
during the application processing period, and 
which cannot be resolved by the project task 
force. 

8. Application review procedures. 

a. Lead agency functions. Upon receipt of 
the application, the project manager shall: 

(1) Establish. In consultation with the 
task force, a deadline for review and approval 
of the application by participating agencies. 
The time required for review by participat¬ 
ing agencies should be limited to a maximum 
of 45 calendar days. 

(2) Assure copies of the application are 
provided to all task force members and, if re¬ 
quested. to the FRC 

(3) Arrange for Internal review and ap¬ 
proval of requests for assistance from lead 
agency programs. 

b. Participating agency functions . Upon 
receipt of the application, task force repre¬ 
sentatives of participating agencies or pro¬ 
grams shall: 

(1) Review or arrange for review and ap¬ 
proval of the application with respect to pro¬ 
grams administered by the task force mem¬ 
ber's agency. 

(2) Notify the project manager in writing 
at the earliest possible date If the agency or 
program cannot meet the deadline estab¬ 
lished for review and approval, to include a 
statement and Justification of the reasons 
why such deadline cannot be met. 

(3) Determine the oxtent to which the 
agency or program can accommodate any 
special timing considerations requested by 
the applicant, if not previously resolved. 

(4) Identify any administratively estab¬ 
lished program requirements. In addition to 
or in the absence of any identified by the 
applicant, which are considered to be impedi¬ 
ments to Joint funding of the project. 

(5) Arrange for review and modification of 
any administratively established program re¬ 
quirements identified as impediments to 
Joint funding, In accordance with procedures 
described In appendix O. and discuss the dis¬ 
position of or actions taken on such requests 
with the applicant and other task force mem¬ 
bers. as appropriate. 

(6) Discuss with the applicant and other 
task force members any special coudllions 
upon which agency approval of the applica¬ 
tion might be subject, and which would be 
attached to the grant award. 

6. Application approval. 

a. Agency notification. Upon completion of 
Its revtew of the application, each agency 
shall notify the project manager ol the re¬ 
sult*. In accordance with (1) or (2) below: 

(1) Pro feet approved. If the agency or pro¬ 
gram approves the applicant's request for as¬ 
sistance, It shall complete aud forward to the 
lead agency the standard “Participating 
Agency Grant Award Notice" described In 
appendix H. In addition to the standard grant 
award notice, which constitutes an obliga¬ 
tion of funds by the agency, the agency or 
program shall Indicate: 

la) Special conditions, If any. to which ap¬ 
proval of funds may be subject, bused upon 
prior discusAion with the applicant aud oilier 
participating agencies. 

(b) Final disposition or action taken on 
any administratively established program re¬ 
quirements identified by the applicant or 
reviewing agency as impediments to Joint 
support of the project. 

(c) Any delegation of powers to another 
Federal agency, if necessary. In accordance 
with section 7. P.L. 03-510, agency hoods 
may delegate to other Federal agencies pow¬ 
ers and functions relating to the supervision 
or administration of Federal assistance, or 
otherwise arrange for other agencies to per¬ 
form such activities, with respect to projects 


or classes of projects funded under the terms 
of PI*. 83-510. Delegations may be made 
only on such conditions as may be appro¬ 
priate to assure that the powers and func¬ 
tions delegated are exercised in ful conform¬ 
ity with applicable statutory provisions 
and policies, and shall not relieve agency 
heads of responsibility for the proper and 
efficient management of projects funded by 
their agencies. 

(2) Project disapproved. If the agency or 
program disapproval the applicant's requeit 
for assistance, it shall Indicate tho reason (a) 
for such disapproval. 

b. Task force consolidation of agency ac¬ 
tions. If one or more of the following condi¬ 
tions exist at the end of the review period 
previously established by the task force, tho 
project manager shall convene the task lore* 
to resolve such conditions: 

(1) All agencies from which assistance la 
requested have not completed their revtew 
or approved the application. In such in¬ 
stances, the task force shall evaluate the 
project on the basis of approved funds to en¬ 
sure it conforms to the scope of a Jointly 
funded project as described in appendix A. 
subparagraph 2b(l). If tho project remains 
consistent with the purpose and scope or 
Joint funding, the grant may be awarded. 

(2) The project Is subject to varying or 
confiicttng technical or administrative rules 
and procedures not required by law. In auch 
Instances, the participating agencels shall 
work in concert to establish uniform, non- 
oonfllctlng requirements to govern the proj¬ 
ect, in accordance with procedures described 
in appendix Q. 

c Afofi/tcafion procedures. When all con¬ 
tingencies associated with the project have 
been resolved, the following notification pro¬ 
cedures shall be executed: 

(1) Notification to applicant. The project 
manager shall comply with (a) or |b) below: 

(a) If approved, prepare a single notice 
of grant award to be forwarded by the lead 
agency to the applicant. In accordance with 
procedure® described In appendix C; or 

<b) If disapproved, prepare on explana¬ 
tion of the reasons for disapproval to be 
forwarded by the lead agency to the appli¬ 
cant. 

(2) Participating agency notification re¬ 
quirements. Participating agencies shall 
comply with notification requirements es¬ 
tablished by Department of the Treasury 
Circular (7C) 1082 and Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget (OMB) Circular No. A -05. 
as appropriate 

7. Continuation applications. Til© project 
task force will assist the applicant to de¬ 
velop continuation applications for subse¬ 
quent project years. Such applications will 
be processed In accordance with the proce¬ 
dures outlined in this appendix, to Include 
submission to the existing lead agency, and 
coordination for review and approval pur¬ 
poses by member® of the project task fore©. 
Use of preappl(cation forms wtU not be re¬ 
quired except in the cose or new programs 
from which assistance previously has not 
been received for the specific Jointly funded 
project concerned, and continuing programs 
which may require the submission of a pre- 
appllcatlon for each project year as a gen¬ 
eral agency requirement Specific task force 
functions with respect to establishing dead¬ 
lines for submission and assisting applicants 
to develop continuation applications are 
described in appendix C. 

PaojrcT Managsmott Pociciks an© 
PfcocxocrxKs 

1 Purpose. This appendix sou forth pol¬ 
icies and procedure* to be followed in the 
management of Jointly funded projects. 

2. Lead agency functions. The lead agency 
will coordinate grantor agency participation 
In the project, and will serve as tho grantee'* 
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prlmarv contact for all adminlulmUre mat¬ 
ter* related to the project. The lead agency 
shall be responsible for the necessary costs 
of aerrloe* In administering the Jointly 
funded project unless other arrangements 
are negotiated with the participating agen¬ 
cies for the provision of funds, services, or 
materials to aid In the administration of 
the Jointly funded project. 

a. Notification and award of project funds. 
D. 

Following approval of the project applica¬ 
tion. the lead agency shall: 

(1) Arrange for establishment of a Joint 
management fund for the project. In accord¬ 
ance with procedures teacrtbed In appendix 

(2) Issue a single notice of grant award 
to the applicant in letter form. A description 
of the grant award notice as an obligational 
document la contained in appendix D. sub- 
paragraph 5a In general, notification to the 
aonllcant shall specify: 

<*) Programs and amounts approved, and 
ahall be limited to those programs which 
hare submitted a "Participating Agency 
Grant Award Notice" to the lead agency, in 
accordance with B. subparagraph Ca(l); 

fb) Date funds will be available: 

(c) Special conditions of the grant (con¬ 
tract) award Imposed by participating 
grantor agencies, provided such conditions 
previously were discussed with the applicant 
and other participating agencies, as noted 
in appendix B, subparagraph 5b< G): 

(d) Disposition of or action taken on re¬ 
quests for review and modification of ad¬ 
ministratively established program require¬ 
ments identified by the applicant or par¬ 
ticipating agencies as impedimenta to Joint 
support of the project. In accordance with 
procedures described In appendix Q; 

(e) Any common technical or adminis¬ 
trative rules and procedures established for 
the project, in accordance with appendix O; 
and 

(f) Standard financial and program re¬ 
porting requirements applicable to the par¬ 
ticular pro leet. In accordance with the pro¬ 
vision of FMC 74-7. attachments H and I. 
or the proposed circular entitled. "Uniform 
administrative standards for agreements 
with public and private institutions of 
higher education, public and private hos¬ 
pitals. and other public and private, non¬ 
profit organisation*," attachments O and H. 

b Admfnfjfroffcm of project funds. Specific 
procedures governing administration of proj¬ 
ect funds are described In appendix D. In 
general, the lead agency shall: 

(1) Assure approved funds are made avail¬ 
able to the grantee on a timely basis: 

(2) Receive and process grantee finanrlal 
reports, and assure such reports are dis¬ 
tributed to participating grantor agencies on 
a timely boots: 

(3) Assure accountability by prog ra m ap¬ 
propriation for all Federal funds placed In a 
joint management fund to ensure such funds 
are spent for the purposes for which each 
account was established, in accordance with 
section 3(b) of the Joint Funding Simplifica¬ 
tion Act of 1974 CPX. 93-510); 

(4) Determine, from time to time, whether 
amounts In the Joint management fund are 
in excess of the amounts required, and assure 
such excess amounts are returned to par¬ 
ticipating Federal agencies according to ap¬ 
plicable appropriations and subject to fiscal 
year limitations. In accordance with section 
8(b). P.L. 93-510; 

(5) Oversee the establishment, where ap¬ 
propriate, of a single non-Federal share for 
any project covered lu a Joint management 
fund, based on the Federal share ratios ap¬ 
plicable to the Federal assistance programs 
involved and the proportion of funds trans¬ 
ferred to the project account from each of 


those program*, in accordance with eectlon 
8(e). PI. 93-510: and 

(8) Take any actions necessary to revise 
or terminate project funding, such aa re- 
vUlnns to project budgets and amendments 
to the grant award. In cooperation with the 
participating grantor agencies Involved. 

c. Audit of project funds. Specific audtt 
procedures ore described In appendix F. In 
general, the lead agency shall: 

(1) Assure necessary project audits are 
scheduled and conducted on a timely basis; 
and 

(2) Assure appropriate actions are token 
to Implement recommendations noted in 
audit reports. 

d. Project administration and coordina¬ 
tion. The lead agency shall administer and 
coordinate the project cm behalf of par¬ 
ticipating grantor agencies. However, neither 
the lead agency nor the Federal Regional 
Council which designated the lead agency 
ahall make any decisions concerning the par¬ 
ticipation or amount of assistance provided 
by any grantor agency. Further, the lead 
agency shall not evaluate or suggest correc¬ 
tive actions related to grantee performance 
or project components supported by any pro¬ 
gram other than those of the lead agency. 
Authority to make and execute decisions of 
the types noted above is vested only In the 
specific agencies concerned, and cannot be 
delegated to the lead agency. In carrying out 
administrative and cuordlnattve functions, 
the lead agency project manager shall: 

(1) Establish and maintain an official 
project file, to include at least the following: 

(a) Appropriate agency file control num¬ 
ber; 

(b) Original or copy of complete preappli¬ 
cation and application files for the project; 

(c) Copy of notice of grant (contract) 
award; 

(d) Copies of all grantee reports; 

(e) A record and summary of all project 
task force meetings; 

(f) A record and summary of all project 
site visits; 

(g) Pertinent project correspondence; and 

(h) Copies of continuation applications 
submitted by the grantee. 

(2) Continue to chair and convene took 
force meetings for purposes of: 

I a) Monitoring and evaluating overall 
progress of the project as a Jointly funded 
effort, and of the effectiveness at Joint fund¬ 
ing policies and procedures in general. In 
order to assist development of a compre¬ 
hensive report to the Congress on actions 
taken under PJL. 93-510, at least one year 
prior to Its expiration, and to moke recom¬ 
mendations for its continuation, modifica¬ 
tion. or termination. Specific requirement* 
for Information necessary to develop the 
aforementioned report, which Is to be co¬ 
ordinated by the General Services Adminis¬ 
tration. will be communicated to Federal 
Regional Councils, project task forces, and 
participating agencies as appropriate. The 
lead agency, however, shall not assume re¬ 
sponsibility for normal program monitoring 
of project components supported by other 
participating agencies. 

(b) Providing a forum for the resolution of 
specific Interagency Issues related to the 
project, as appropriate. 

(c) Assisting the grantee to develop con¬ 
tinuation applications for subsequent proj¬ 
ect years, to include: 

establishment of submludon deadlines, 
and review and approval schedules; 

11. provision of assistance by one or 
more task force members to help the grantee 
develop continuation application documents, 
and to identify supplemental or alternative 
sources of support for specific project com¬ 
ponents. as appropriate; and 


111. determination of specific process!:- 
procedures described in appendixes A and n 
which are applicable, baaed on the ecop* 
and content of the continuation applicant, 
proposed by the grantee. 

<d) Establishing a schedule of project ttlio 
visits by the task force, and coordinating 
such visits with the grantee andpartlclpatl 
grantor agencies. 

(3) Help arrange for the provision of any 
appropriate assistance requested by the 
grantees, relative to the management of the 
project a* a whole, or of specific components 
thereof. 

(4) Inform participating agencies of any 
problems that may occur relative to projo t 
components they ore funding, and help ar¬ 
range for the most expeditious resolution of 
such problems between the grantee and 
representatives of the specific agency (s) con¬ 
cerned. 

(5) Receive program report* required cf 
the grantee, and assure such reports are 
distributed on a timely basis to participating 
grantor agencies. 

8. Participating grantor agency function 
Participating grantor agencies shall be re¬ 
sponsible for: 

a. Statutory accountability . Participant 
grantor agencies are not relieved of the re¬ 
sponsibility to ensure that funds they pro¬ 
vide through a Jointly funded arrangcmeir 
are disbursed and expended properly, tn » 
manner consistent with applicable laws and 
regulations. 

b. Program monitoring. Participating 
grantor agencies shall toe responsible for nor¬ 
mal program monitoring of those specific 
project components funded by a particular 
agency or program. Site visits and other re¬ 
quirements related to the execution of (Rich 
monitoring responsibilities shall be coordi¬ 
nated with the project manager in order to 
promote efficient scheduling and eliminate 
duplicative efforta 

c. Retieir of grantee reports. Partldpatln 
grantor agencies shall review all flnancl.u 
and program reports submitted by the 
grantee, either directly or through the lead 
agency, and ahall notify the project manage r 
within 15 working days of the receipt of such 
reports In accordance with (1) or (2) below 

(1) Acceptance of the reports as submitted 
with respect to project components funde . 
by the particular agency or program; or 

(2) A statement of any problems or dh- 
crepanctes noted In the reports with reaper 
to project components funded by the par¬ 
ticular agency or program, and any action 
necessary to resolve such problem*. 

d. Administrative support to the lead 
agency. Participating grantor agencies shall 
provide administrative support to the lead 
agency through: 

(1) Appointment of task fores member 
to Include affording such appointees the U tr¬ 
ail d resources necessary to participate fully 
and effectively tn task force activities; 

(2) Timely compliance with project re¬ 
view, processing. and funding procedure! 
promulgated by this part, to include the re¬ 
view and modification of administrative!', 
established program require menu and de¬ 
velopment of common technical and admin¬ 
istrative rules for particular projects, as 
needed; and 

(3) Acceptance of preapplication, applica¬ 
tion. and reporting prescribed by this par: 
in lieu of any other forms normally used, 
except lu Instances where information of a 
specific nature Is required aa a prerequisite 
to necessary agency action, and which meeu 
requlremsnU sUted elsewhere In this part. 

e. Provision of technical assistance and 
training. Participating agencies shall pro¬ 
vide technical assistance and training to 
grantee* to old them In meeting planned ob- 
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Jectlve* of the Jointly funded project, u Ap¬ 
propriate, In accordance with section 0, 
Pub. L. 93-A10. 

4. Federal Regional Council /unction*. The 
Federal Regional Councils (FRC) shall: 

a Maintain continuing oversight of joint 
funding activities. The FRC* shall main¬ 
tain continuing oversight of Jointly funded 
itcunties within their geographic area of 
rir*ponelbUKy, to Include designating an In¬ 
dividual or standing committee at the FRC 
•tart level to serve as a liaison to individual 
project managers and task forces established 
within the region. 

b Provide a forum foe Uu resolution of 
in ter agency issues. Issues which arise in the 
operation of any Jointly funded project of 
an interagency nature, and which cannot be 
solved at the project task force level, shall 
be brought before the Federal Regional Coun¬ 
cil by the project manager for appropriate 
action and resolution. 

6, Project evaluation and change of lead 
apency. Upon a algulficant change in the 
project such as changes in the project core 
setivtty or the nature and scope of the proj¬ 
ect, the project task force shall. 

a. Evaluate the project. The project shall be 
evaluated to determine 1U continued need 
for Jointly funded assistance, with particular 
• inphasls on meeting the criteria for a jointly 
funded project described in appendix A, sub- 
paragraph 2b (1). 

b. Recommend a uric lead agency. It 
changes In the project warrant defoliation 
of a new lead agency, the task force *l»all 
rrcommend the same to the Federal Regional 
Council. In designating a new lend agency, 
the FRC shall assure any change* 

(1) Meets with the approval of partici¬ 
pating grantor agencies, and Is acceptable to 
the grantee: and 

12) Is concurrent with the start of a new 
project funding period. 

c. Management and audit /unctions . When 
a change lu load agency takes place, appro¬ 
priate arrangements shall be made between 
the new lead agency and !U predecessor with 
respect to continuing administration of un¬ 
expended Amounts in the Joint management 
fund and conduct of previously arranged or 
scheduled audita by the former lead agency. 

5. Federal-State coordination. Where Fed¬ 
eral and State agencies tune providing concur¬ 
rent assistance to a grantee for the same 
project, Federal Regional Councils and 
participating Federal agencies, in accordance 
with section 10. PL. 03-510. shall make every 
cJTort to coordinate the delivery of Federal 
and State funds through the development 
of Federal-State agreements And Joint a©- 
Mstance. Specific recommendations for co¬ 
ordinating Federal and State participation lu 
Jointly funded projects art described In ap¬ 
pendix E 

Psojsct Funding Pouches and PtocmcKo 

I. Purpose. This appendix presents policies 
and procedures to be followed In the transfer 
of funds awarded from grantor agencies to 
grantees administering Jointly funded proj¬ 
ects. 

3. Policy latent. The use of a management 
fund as authorised in aetcion 8ia). Joint 
Funding Simplification Act or 1974 fP.L. 03 - 
510). along with the Federal letter of credit 
*hAll be the preferred method of funding 
Jointly fundod projects. Supplemental or 
parallel funding procedures that complement 
the management fund may be used if so re¬ 
quested by the grantee, and If their use 
promotes ©fliclency and economy in the ad¬ 
ministration of jointly funded projects. 
Under Joint funding procedures, non-Federal 
participants* contributions to projects also 
may be processed through the management 
fund. Where the use of the management 
fund and letter of credit procedures by par¬ 
ticipating grantor agencies are prohibited by 
statute, appropriate citations should be pre¬ 
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seated to the lead agency prior to approval of 
the project in order that alternative funding 
procedures may be developed In a timely 
manner. Subparagraph 4e describes pro¬ 
cedure* to be followed by non-Federal 
participants. 

<3) Applicability and scope. These guide¬ 
lines are provided to augment the proce¬ 
dures established by the US- Department of 
the Treasury In the use of the management 
fund process and letter of credit procedures 
fur Joint funding purpose*. 

4. Management fund policies. 

a- Management fund use. A management 
fund la an account authortxed by law to re¬ 
cord the tnuiaacllo&a of Intragovemmental 
activities necessary to carry out a common 
purpose or project, other than a continuing 
cycle of operation*, which are financed by 
more than one Federal program or appro¬ 
priation. Section 8. PL. 93-510. authorise* 
the use of a management fund to support 
Jointly funded project*. The management 
fund la used as a financial devise to record 
the receipt and expenditure of funds 
awarded to Jointly funded grantee* <States, 
local government*, and private, nonprofit 
organizations). to enable the grantee to 
utilize the Federal letter of credit procedure, 
and to facilitate management by a single 
agency (management fund agency as de¬ 
scribed under subparagraph 5d below). A 
management fund shall be established for 
all new» Jointly funded projects, and for those 
where previous funding has terminated and 
continuation funding Ls approved after the 
effective date of this Part 

b. Assignment of management fund sym¬ 
bol. For the purpose of establishing and 
maintaining the Integrity and control of 
each account, a Joint management fund 
symbol shall be assigned by the U S Depart¬ 
ment of the Treasury to each Federal de¬ 
partment or agency that ls serving a* a lead 
or management fund agency far one or more 
Jointly funded project*. 

c. Funding projects through the manage¬ 
ment fund. The participating grantor agen¬ 
cies shall transfer to the management fund 
the proportionate share of amounts needed 
for payment to the grantee. In accordance 
with section 8(b). PJL 93-510. the manage¬ 
ment fund agency shall account by program 
and appropriation for the amount* provided 
in support of the purposes of each account 
established in the management fund as 
stated in subparagraph 5d below. Any unex¬ 
pended amounts shall be returned to the 
management fund by the grantee at the 
completion of the project. Further, any 
amounts Ui excess of the amounts required 
shall be relumed to the participating Fed. 
erai and non-Federal agencies by the man¬ 
agement fund agency according to the appli¬ 
cable appropriating, subject to fiscal year 
limitations. Excess Amounts of Federal funds 
applicable to expired appropriations will be 
lapsed from the management fund. 

d. Participating Pedcral agencies, partici¬ 
pating age noise shall: 

(1) Not use the management fund to re¬ 
port joint funding transaction* to the 08. 
Department of the Treasury unless they also 
are designated as the management fund 
agency. 

(2) Verify to the UR. Department of the 
Treasury amounts charged to appropriation 
or fund accounts by the management fund 
agency. This shall be verified on Treasury 
Form 6653. “UtidUburscd Appropriation Ac¬ 
count," which will be forwarded to partici¬ 
pating grantor agencies six week* after the 
close of each accounting period. 

(3) Use Information reported to them by 
the management fund agency to maintain 
their administrative ©counts and to provide 
information or other financial report* re¬ 
quired by the UR. Department of the Treas¬ 
ury and the Other of Management nnd 
Budget. 
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(4) Contact management fund agency for 
any reconciliation of differences in reports 
on runds transferred through management 
fund In accordance with sub paragraph 5f 
of thta appendix. 

e. Non-Federal participants. The non-Fed¬ 
eral participant is a State agency which pro- 
video financial assistance for the project 
through grants or contractual arrangement* 
as author!eed by section 10. PJL. 93-510. In 
addition to 8tnte agencies, non-Federal par¬ 
ticipant* may Include organization* desig¬ 
nated by Federal statutes to receive certain 
entitlement funds, such os prime sponsors 
under the Comprehensive Employment and 
Training Act, and designated Community 
Development Block Grant recipients. 3u?h 
assistance may be provided through the 
management fund, and may be In the form 
of Federal grant passthrough funds, pro¬ 
grams financed entirely by a State or a com¬ 
bination of both with respective propor¬ 
tions identified. Applicable State matching 
funds for Federal program* also may be 
processed through the management fund. 
The non-Federal participants share of the 
project shall be advanced by check to the 
project management fund on a quarterly 
basis. The amounts of such quarterly ad¬ 
vance shall be established In the approved 
project application and subject to approval 
by the management fund agency. 

*f. Non-Federat funding The deposit by a 
participating State grantor agency of Fed¬ 
eral bloek grant funds, formula grants, and 
the like which can be further granted by a 
State To a Jointly funded grantee via the 
management fund does not represent a re¬ 
turn of State funds for use by the Federal 
Government. All fund* deposited In the man¬ 
agement fund retain their Identity and are 
specifically reserved for the particular Jointly 
funded grantee Involved. 

5. Management fund procedures. 

a. Notification of joint funding otrard. The 
lead agency issues the Joint funding award 
to the grantee In letter form. In accordance 
with the provisions of appendix C, subpara¬ 
graph 2a(2). The grant award la for a sin¬ 
gle amount representing a total of all assist¬ 
ance authorized for the project. Tins ap¬ 
proved grant award fund* represent budg¬ 
etary and obligation authority to the grantee 
for the rundlng period. The award let¬ 
ter sent to the grantee will serve as the 
lead agency's obligating document for Use 
budgetary fund* in ths Jointly funded proj¬ 
ect. A copy of the grant award notice shall 
be provided to participating grantor agencies 
and the Federal Regional Council. 

b. Lead agency. Upon issuance of the Joint 
funding award letter, the Federal lead agency 
assumes responsibility for establishing the 
management fund, the letter of credit, and 
other funding arrangement* to which the 
grantee has agreed In order to expedite the 
detlvery of project fund*. For a more com¬ 
plete description of the lead agency'»«func¬ 
tions, see appendix C. "Project Management 
Policies and Procedures." 

c. Delegation by lead agency of manage¬ 
ment fund administration. In accordance 
with the provisions of section 7, PA. 93-510, 
the lead agency may delegate to the partici¬ 
pating Federal grantor agency the powers 
and functions necessary to administer the 
Joint management fund. Delegation under 
this section shall be mode only on such con¬ 
ditions as may be appropriate for the proper 
and efficient management of project funds 
8uch delegation by the lead agency shall not 
relieve the head* of any participating agen¬ 
cies of the responsibility to account for dis¬ 
bursement of agency funds In a manner con¬ 
sistent with applicable law* and regulations. 

d. Management fund agency. The man¬ 
agement fund agency la responsible for re¬ 
porting Jotnt funding transactions to the 
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US. Department of the Treasury and pro¬ 
viding financial data to participating grantor 
agencies necessary for coordinating admin¬ 
istrative and budgetary systems of control. 
Consolidated financial and audit reporta for 
live entire Jointly funded grant are sub¬ 
mitted to the management fund agency for 
review and further reporting to Federal and 
uon-Fcderal participating agencies. Because 
accessibility to the Federal Treasury central 
accounting reporting system U required, the 
management fund agency must be a Federal 
agency. However, the management fund 
agency acta merely as a broker of the Fed¬ 
eral and non-Federal funds in the grant. 
All funds, whatever their origin, do not lose 
their IdentUyaand are available only for use 
by the grantee in accordance with the terms 
and conditions of the Jointly funded grant. 
Normally, the management fund agency la 
the lead agency and shall perform as fol¬ 
lows: 

(I) Receive the “Participating Agency 
Grant Award Notice** from each agency pro¬ 
viding financial support to the project. The 
appropriations or fund account to be 
charged and the amount available for the 
funding period are noted in the aforemen¬ 
tioned form. 

(21 Request UB. Deportment of the Treas¬ 
ury to establish a Joint management fund 
account and assign the appropriate account 
symbol If there Is a previously established 
management fund account assigned to the 
management fund agency for Jointly funded 
projects, the same shall be utilized. Existing 
management fund accounts used for pur¬ 
poses other than Joint funding will not bo 
used for Joint fundlrg transactions. 

i3) Utilize the simultaneous charge/ 
credit concept of reporting transaction* No 
advance payments from Federal participat¬ 
ing agencies are required to establish the 
project management fund. Bee the UB. De¬ 
partment of the Treasury Fiscal Require¬ 
ment Manual for further guidance. 

(4) Issue a letter of credit (Standard 
Form 1103) to the grantee In accordance 
with the provisions of Treasury Fiscal Re¬ 
quirements Manuel. Part VI. as amended. 
The Tetter of credit shall be issued to the 
grantee in an amount eaual to the total 
amount of all grant award notice* received 
from participating agencies If the manage¬ 
ment fund agency mv*t administer a hold¬ 
back provision imposed by a participating 
agency, the amount ahall not be Included 
In the letter of credit. 

(5| Report to the UB. Department of the 
Treasury charges and credits to the man¬ 
agement fund, and off-oetUng charges and 
credits to participating agencies*' appropria¬ 
tions and to non-Federal participants' pay¬ 
ment* (advances) to the management fund. 

(6) Notify participating agencies, within 
15 calendar days after the close of the ac¬ 
counting month, of amounts they have 
charged to participating agencies* appropri¬ 
ation or fund accounts. This requirement In¬ 
clude* the management fund agency's re- 
sponslbilltv to report at the same time to 
non-Federal participants all receipts of ad¬ 
vance payments made to the management 
fund during the accounting month, the dis¬ 
tribution of charges to each of tbolr grants 
and the respective cash balances In the 
management fund. 

(7) Continuously monitor the amount of 
obligational authority granted by partici¬ 
pants for the purpose of Identifying un¬ 
necessary amounts. This is accomplished by 
revlow of the grantee letter of credit draw¬ 
down vouchers agalrst the terms of the au¬ 
thorized grant, by review of the grantee fi¬ 
nancial reports, and by review of the audit 
reports. Unobligated amounts Identified in 
audit reports will be returned to the orig¬ 
inal participating Federal and non-Federal 


agencies In accordance with instructions fur¬ 
nished by those agencies. 

Audit requirements for Jointly funded 
projects are described In appendix F. 

e. l/se of Utter » of credit. Use of letters 
of credit ahall be covered by a clause In the 
grant, contract, or other financing agreement 
whereby the grantee organization commits 
Itself to: (1) the practice of initiating conh 
drawdowns only when actually needed for 
Its disbursements: (2) the timely reporting 
of cash disbursement* and balances as re¬ 
quired by the lead or management fund 
agency, and (3) the imposition of the same 
standards of timing and amounts upon any 
secondary recipients, including furnishing of 
reports of cash disbursements and balances, 
with the understanding that failure to ad¬ 
here to these provisions may cause the unob¬ 
ligated portion of the letter of credit to be 
revoked by the lead or management fund 
agency or by the UB. Department of the 
Treasury. The financial management system 
of the recipient organization shall provtde 
foe eITectlve control over the accountability 
for all funds, in accordance with provision* 
set forth in FMC 74-7, or proposed circular 
on “Uniform administrative standards for 
agreements with public and private institu¬ 
tions of higher education, public and private 
hospitals, and other public and private, non¬ 
profit organizations." as appropriate. 

f Reconciliation of joint funding trans¬ 
actions. 

(1) UB. Department of the Treasury will 
report related Joint funding transactions 
(charges and credits reported to the UB. 
Department of the Treasury on “Statements 
of Transaction*" by the management fund 
agency) back to the management fund 
agency and participating agencies on Treas¬ 
ury Fiscal Service ('ITS) Form 6653. "Un- 
dUbursed Appropriation Account.** 

(2) Participating agencies should contact 
management fund agencies for purposes of 
reconciliation if the amounts reported to 
them by the management fund agency and 
the UB. Department of the Treasury (TFS 
Form 6653) vary. Non-Federal participants 
shall rely on management fund agencies to 
reconcile disbursements charged to them by 
the management fund agenpy. 

g. Treasury reporting requirements for 
joint funding traniiacHoiw. All UB, Depart¬ 
ment of the Treasury reporting requirements 
for Joint funding transactions involving the 
use of the Joint management fund are con¬ 
tained in the UB. Department of the Treas¬ 
ury Fiscal Requirements Manual (FRM). In 
addition, letter of credit policy and proce¬ 
dures are covered In U.8. Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Circular 1075. Third Revision, and Part 
VI, Treasury FRM 2000. respectively For an 
example of internal financial operating pro¬ 
cedures for Jointly funded project*, please 
refer to Appalachian Regional Commission's 
(ARC) Instructions 302A-3(l). as amended. 

Fcoksai -Statv Assist a ncs a no AcuucrsixXT* 

1. Purpose. It la the purpose of this appen¬ 
dix. in accordance with section 2. Joint 
Funding Simplification Act of 1974 (PX. 93- 
610), to encourage Federal-State arrange¬ 
ments under which local governments and 
private, nonprofit organizations may more 
effectively and efficiently combine Federal 
and State resources In support of project* 
of common interest to the governments and 
organizations concerned. 

2. Applicability. In accordance with section 
10, PX. 93-510. Federal agencies or Federal 
Regional Councils acting on behalf of mem¬ 
ber agencies are authorized, and are hereby 
encouraged, to enter Into agreements with 
States to extend Joint funding procedures 
to project* involving assistance from one or 
more Federal agencies and one or more State 
agencies It also shall be the responsibility of 


the Federal Regional Councils (FRC) to en¬ 
courage the governors of States within their 
geographic areas of responsibility to desig¬ 
nate a single State agency or function to re¬ 
ceive and coordinate all requests for State 
participation In Jointly funded projects. The 
FRC*s further shall maintain a list of desig¬ 
nated State Joint funding coordinator* 
within their regions, and shall assure such 
information la made known to prospective 
applicants. 

3. Policy intent. The Intent of section 10, 
PX. 93-610. Is to encourage greater Foderal- 
State cooperation In the provision of joint 
assistance to eligible applicants. A number of 
specific suggestions to Improve such coopera¬ 
tion are noted In this appendix. It Is empha¬ 
sized, however, that the suggestions given are 
only a summary Hit of probable opportuni¬ 
ties for shared Federal-State responsibility 
Federal and State agencies participating in 
jointly funded projects are encouraged to ex¬ 
amine all possible means to facilitate the 
provision of Joint assistance and. within the 
general guidelines promulgated through this 
part, to establish working agreements related 
to the specific needs of the Individual projects 
and grantee* involved. 

4 Types of agreements. Subject to appli¬ 
cable Federal and State law*. Federal-State 
arrangements may Include agreements for 
the processing of requests for, or the admin - 
Utratlon of. assistance to projects on a Joint 
basis. Specific agreements may Include, but 
are not limited to. the following: 

a. Prcappltcation and application proc¬ 
essing. Agreements to Jointly process project 
preapplication* and applications shall con¬ 
form generally to the procedures described 
In appendixes A and B. and might Include 

(1) Establishment of coordinated Federal- 
State review and approval schedules and re¬ 
quirements, whereby: 

(a) A slilgle Federal or State octtvit 
agrees to oversee prcappltcation or applica¬ 
tion processing by all participating grantoT 
agencies; or 

(b) A single Federal and a single Stale 
activity agree to Jointly oversee all preappli- 
catlon or application processing by partici¬ 
pating grantor agencies at their respectlw: 
governmental levels, and to coordinate all 
responses to the applicant. 

(2) EHtabllAhmcnt of a single project 
force: 

(a) Chaired by a lead Federal or a lea*) 
State agency, under the general auspices of 
the FRC; or 

(b) Co-chalred by a lead Federal and s 
lead state agency, again under FRC ausplco. 
each of which shall be responsible for co¬ 
ordinating the participation of grantor 
agencies at their respective levels of govern* 
ment. 

(3) Acceptance by participating Stale 
agencies of Federal preappHcattcn and appli* 
action forma. In order to establish a single 
format for the project. 

(4) Joint agreement to waive single or 
specific public agency eligibility require 
menu for programs from which an applicant 
request* assistance and which arc subject 
to both Federal and Stale approval. In ac¬ 
cordance with the provision* described In 
appendix A. subparagraph 2b(3). 

to Project funding. The delivery of Federi»: 
and State funds to the grantee may be co¬ 
ordinated through: 

(1) Establishment of parallel Federal and 
State fuuding mechanism*, whereby the ttm* 
lug or Federal and State payments to the 
grantee are synchronized on the basis of 
a project funding cycle acceptable to all 
participating grantor agencies: or 

(2) Establishment of a single Joint man¬ 
agement fund for approved Federal revenue 
which, at their option, participating 8tat* 
grantor agencies may elect to utlllxe as a 
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delivery naedlum for approved State funds. 
In accordance with procedures described In 

Appendix D. 

c Project management and monitoring. 
project management and monitoring may be 
rchanced through: 

(1) Establishment of a single Federal - 
State project task force, chaired by a single 
Federal or State Jeod agency, or chaired 
Jointly by a Federal and a State lead agency, 
m described tn subparagraph 4a<2) above; 

(2) Coordinated Federal-State program 
moul coring requirement*, to include con¬ 
duct of Joint Federal-State ait* visit*, a* 
needed: 

(3) State acceptance of Federal financial 
and program reporting forms and proce¬ 
dures. in order to establish a single reporting 
m; drement for grantees; 

(4) Conduct of single project audita ac¬ 
ceptable to all participating agencies; and 

<5) Coordinated provision of Joint Fed¬ 
eral-State technical assistance or training 
t< Applicants and grantees, as appropriate. 

Joint Ptovumo Audits 

1. Pur pout. This appendix set* forth 
poilclea to be followed In the audit of Jointly 
funded project*. It supplements policies pre¬ 
scribed by Federal Management Circular 
(FMCJ 73-2. "Audit of Federal Operations 
And Programs by Executive Branch Agencies.'* 
and * Standards for Audit of Governmental 
urbanizations. Programs. Activities and 
Functions," published by the U.5. General 
A mounting Of&ce. 

2. Policy and procedures. 

a. Preaward survey. Prior to the original 
award tor a Jointly funded project, the lead 
bgcncy shall conduct or arrange for the con¬ 
duct of a preaward survey to assess the 
applicant's financial management system, in¬ 
cluding the accounting methods and Internal 
controls employed by the applicant. Par¬ 
ticular emphasis should be placed on the ap¬ 
plicant's ability to allocate and account for 
lands on the basis of the specific programs 
and activities they benefit. This is necessary 
since section 8(b) or the Joint Funding 
Simplification Act of 1074 <P. L. 02-510) 
states the grantor agency administering a 
Joint management hind ’‘shall be responsible 
and accountable by program and appropria¬ 
tion for the amounts provided for the pur¬ 
pose* of each account established In the 
fund." The preaward survey may be waived 
In those cases where participating agencies 
art satisfied the applicant's financial man¬ 
agement system Is adequate for Joint fund¬ 
ing. It a preaward survey Is conducted, the 
audit agency performing the survey shall be 
given at least 30 calendar daya prior to the 
joint funding grant award to complete the 
survey and submit Its findings to the lead 
agency. 

b. Interim audit of new projects. An In¬ 
terim audit of all new Jointly funded projects 
*haU be conducted six months after the 
front award Is made 8uch audits shall be 
arranged by the lead agency In consultation 
with other participating grantor agencies. 
The purpose of the interim audit Is to ensure 
•hat the grantee’s financial management sys¬ 
tem is operating effectively. 

c. Periodic audits. During each of the first 
two yean of a Jointly funded project, the 
lead agency shall conduct or arrange for the 
conduct of an annual audit after consulta¬ 
tion with the other participating grantor 
ubcncles concerning their audit require¬ 
ments. Thereafter, audits shall be conducted 
with reasonable frequency, usually annually, 
but not less frequently than once every two 
years. The nature, size, and complexity of the 
project shall be taken into consideration 
when determining the frequency of audits. 
More frequent audits should be conducted, 
however, where there Is cause to believe an 
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audit la necessary. Every effort should be 
mode to schedule and announce all audlU 
planned for the forthcoming funding period 
at the time of the grant award In accordance 
with subparagraph 0b, FMC 72-2. In those 
cases where State grantor agencies are In¬ 
volved In Joint funding projects, the Federal 
lead agency shall coordinate with the State 
agencies Involved regarding arrangements for 
and conduct of audits. 

d. Use of non-Federal audits. With regard 
to preaward surveys and audits, the lead 
agency will utilize to the maximum extent 
possible survey and audit work conducted 
through arrangements made by the grantee 
or by other component* of governmental 
bodies or organizations of which the grantee 
Is a part. 

e. Distribution of audit reports. The lead 
agency will furnish copies of audit report* to 
the grantee, each grantor agency, the Fed¬ 
eral Regional Council, and the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration (AMM ) , Washington, 
DC 20405, aa quickly aa possible after audits 
are completed. 

f. Access to records. In accordance with 
section 8(d), PX. 82 510, the head of the 
Federal agency responsible for administering 
the Joint management fund and the Comp¬ 
troller Oeneral of the United States, or any 
of their duly authorized representative*, 
shall have access for the purpose of audit 
and examination of any books, documents, 
papers, and record* or Joint funding re¬ 
cipient* that are pertinent to the moneys 
received from such fund. 

3. Grantee responsibilities. 

a. Financial management , The grantee fi¬ 
nancial management system for Joint fund¬ 
ing project* shall be established in accord¬ 
ance with the provision* set forth In FMC 
74-7, attachment G or the proposed circular 
entitled. "Uniform administrative standards 
for agreements with public and private In¬ 
stitutions of higher education, public and 
private hospital*, and other public and pri¬ 
vate. nonprofit organizations/* attachment 
F. whichever ta applicable. 

b. Audit. Grantees are to conduct or ar¬ 
range for audit* with reasonable frequency 
to assure satisfactory operation of the 
grantee’s financial management system, tn 
accordance with subparagraph 2b. attach¬ 
ment O. FMC 74-7, or subparagraph 2h. at¬ 
tachment F. of the proposed circular on 
"Uniform administrative standards for agree¬ 
ments with public and private institutions 
of higher education, public and private hos¬ 
pitals, and other public and private, non¬ 
profit organtxaUons/* whichever U appli¬ 
cable. 

c. Response to audit findings and recom¬ 
mendations. The grantee shall be responsible 
for timely and appropriate resolution of 
audit findings and recommendations, in co¬ 
operation with the lead agency and partici¬ 
pating grantor agencies. Failure by the 
grantee to correct noted deficiencies within 
an agreed upon time period may be cause 
for suspension or termination of ail or por¬ 
tions of the Joint funding award. 

4. Followup procedure on audit findings. 
Compliance with any remedial actions taken 
in response to audit findings and recom¬ 
mendations shall be In conformance with the 
following procedures: 

a. Lead agency. Consistent with lead agency 
responsibilities set forth In appendix C of 
this part, the lead agency shall assume over¬ 
sight responsibility for assuring compliance 
with audit findings and recommendations, 
while the resolution of any specific deficiency 
or discrepancy noted by the audit shall be 
the responsibility of the grantor agency 
whose prorgaxn Hinds are at Issue. The lead 
agency shall: 

(1) Arrange for meeting* with the appro¬ 
priate grantor agency(•), audit agency, and 
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applicant to determine remedial actions to 
be taken In response to audit findings and 
recommendations, 

(2) Require grantor and grantee agencies 
subject to audit findings to report on the 
statu* of corrective actions taken. 

(3) Arrange, at the request of the audit 
agency or a grantor agency, any mootings 
necessary to resolve outstanding deficiencies 
noted In the audit report. 

RrvirwiNO Iuj zdino RtquniKnrrs and 
Establishing Uniform RxQcrarurxrs 

1. Purpose, This appendix establishes cri¬ 
teria and outlines procedures for review and 
modification, under the authority of section 
3(b)(3) of the Joint Funding Simplification 
Act of 1974 (PI#. 03-510), of administra¬ 
tively established program requirements 
which may impede the Joint support of proj¬ 
ects pursued thereunder. It furthermore pro¬ 
vides guidelines for establishment, under 
section 6<a) of PX. 03-510. of uniform tech¬ 
nical or administrative requirements. 

2. Policy intent Review and modification 
of impeding administratively established 
program requirement* may be necessary to 
pormit Joint support of proposed project*, 
to allow expeditious processing of applica¬ 
tions. or to promote effective and efficient 
management of Jointly supported projects. 
Agencies participating In Jointly funded 
project* should establish uniform provisions 
in order to provide for project* that would 
otherwise be subject to varying or conflicting 
technical or administrative rules and pro¬ 
cedures not required by law. 

3. Definition. As used m this appendix, the 
term "administratively established program 
requirement" means a rule or procedure, 
imposed by administrative regulation or 
order, which Is not expressly stated In the 
enabling legislation under which such ad¬ 
ministrative regulation or order was formu¬ 
lated. 

4. Policy and procedures. 

a Review and modification of administra¬ 
tively established program requirement*. 

(1) Preapplication, (a) Applicant request. 
Aa noted in appendix A. subparagraph 2b(4>. 
the applicant shall Include aa supplemental 
information to the standard preappllcation 
farm an identification and request for agency 
review of administratively established pro¬ 
gram requirement (a), If any, which the ap¬ 
plicant considers to be serious Impedimenta 
to the proposed project. An administratively 
established program requirement, as de¬ 
scribed In paragraph 3 above, shall be termed 
a serious Impediment If conformance to such 
requirement would prevent or seriously 
hamper the Joint support of a project pur¬ 
sued thereunder. 

(b) Agency review. Am noted in appendix 
A, subparagraph 5at5). each Federal agency 
reviewing official shall, with respect to the 
program(■) administered by that agency 
from which an applicant request* am»i*t- 
ance. assess the applicant s Identification and 
request for review or administratively es¬ 
tablished program requirement(s) consid¬ 
ered to be serious Impediment* to the pro¬ 
posed project. Each agency reviewing official 
also shall Identify administratively estab¬ 
lished program requirement (a). la addition 
to or In the aboence of any such require¬ 
ment* identified by the applicant, which the 
agency oonaldera to be serious Impedimenta 
to the propoeed project. 

(c) Agency action. During the preapplica¬ 
tion review, aa described in appendix A. para¬ 
graph 5. each agency reviewing official shall 
obtain from the agency head or person des¬ 
ignated by the agency head a review and 
modification, to the greatest practicable 
extent, of the administratively established 
program requirement (a) Identified by the 
applicant or agency reviewing official as eerf- 
ou* Impediments to the proposed project. 
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id) Notification. As described In appendix 

A, subparagraph 9a<3>. each agency shall no- 
tlfy the coordinating officer concerning die- 
position of or action taken on request* for 
review and modification of administratively 
established program requirement (a) Identl- 
ned by the applicant or the agency aa serious 
impedimenta to the proposed project. In 
the event of favorable review of the preap- 
pUcatlon. the coordinating office shall in¬ 
clude such information In the single “No¬ 
tice of Preapplication Review" transmitted 
U> the applicant, in accordance with ap¬ 
pendix A. subparaffTaph ffb(l)<e),_ 

ie) Preapplication conference The preap- 
pll cat Ion conference, aa described In ap¬ 
pendix A. subparagraph 7b<2>. provides an 
opportunity to potential funding agencies 
and the applicant to discuss the probable 
disposition of unresolved or disputed matters 
related to any administratively established 
program requirement* considered to be seri¬ 
ous impediments to joint funding of the 
proposed project, end Initially to review ad¬ 
ministrative question* of an interagency 
nature. 

(2) Application, (a) Applicant request. As 
noted In appendix A. subparagraph 2b(3). 
the applicant shall Include as supplemental 
Information to the basic application form 
an Identification and request for agency re¬ 
view and modification of administratively 
established program requirement(*) the ap¬ 
plicant considers to be impediments to joint 
support of the proposed project, provided 
such request* were not made and reeolved 
during the preapplication review period. An 
administratively established program re¬ 
quirement. a* described in paragraph 3 
above, shall be termed a serious Impediment 
if conformance to such requirement would 
interfere with the expeditious processing 
of an application or with effective and effi¬ 
cient management of a Jointly supported 
project pursued thereunder 

(hi Agency review. As noted In appendix 
A. subparagraph 5b{4). each sgency task 
force representative shall, with respect to 
the program (s) administered by that agency 
from which an applicant request* assistance, 
identify administratively established pro¬ 


gram requirement fa). In addition to or In 
the absence of any such requirement* Iden¬ 
tified by the applicant, which the task force 
representative considers to be an Impedi¬ 
ment to Joint funding of the project. 

<c) Agency action . Upon receipt of the ap¬ 
plication a* described in appendix B. sub- 
paragraph 3b (5). each task force representa¬ 
tive shall request the agency head or person 
designated by the agency head to review and 
modify any administratively established pro¬ 
gram requirements identified by the appli¬ 
cant or the task force representative as im¬ 
pediment* to joint support of the project. 
Each agency head or person designated by 
the agency head shall determine the extent 
to which such requirement* can be modified 
and shall make such modification. 

(d) Notification. L Aa described In appendix 
B. subparagraph 5b <7). the task force repre¬ 
sentative shall discus* with the applicant 
»nd other task force member* the disposition 
of or action taken on any administratively 
established program requirement* Identified 
by the applicant or the task force representa¬ 
tive a* an Impediment to Joint funding of the 
project. The purpose of such discussion shall 
be to determine that the disposition of or 
action taken on request* for review and 
modification of Impeding administratively 
established program requirement* U com¬ 
patible with any such disposition or action 
taken by other participating agencies 

II. As described In appendix B. subpara¬ 
graph 6a(l) (b). if an agency approve* the 
applicant's request for assistance. the agency 
shall notify the project manager of the final 
disposition of or action taken on any re¬ 
quest* for review and modification of ad¬ 
ministratively established program require¬ 
ment (*) identified by the applicant or task 
force representative as Impediments to joint 
support of the project. 

III. A* described In appendix C. subpara¬ 
graph 2a{2) (d), the lead agency shall specify 
in tho notioe of grant award to the grantee 
the disposition of or action taken on 
requests for review and modification of 
administratively established program re¬ 
quirement* Identified by the applicant or 
participating agencies as impediment* to 
Joint support of the project. 


b. ffsfubJlihmenl of common admlniutru 
tier or technical rules. 

(1) Scope Agencies participating in s 
jointly funded project shall act In concert 
during the tank force consolidation of agency 
actions (appendix B, subparagraph Gb<2i| 
to establish, n* necessary. a group of noncoti- 
flicUng requirements to govern tho project, lu 
accordance with section 0(a). Pub. L. 23-SU). 
Federal agency beads or persons specified by 
them shall adopt common administrative or 
technical requirement* when there are 
among participating agencies In a Jointly 
supported project Inconsistent or conflicting 
require menu relating to: 

(a) Financial administration of such proj- 
ecu. including accounting, reporting, audit¬ 
ing. and maintaining separate bank accounts; 

<b> Timing of Federal payments for such 
projccU where a single or combined *cbed ti> 
is to be established for the project as it 
whole; 

(c) Whether assistance be extended in thr 
form of a grant rather than a contract, or * 
contract rather than a grant; and 

(d) Accountability for or the disposal it 
of record*, property, or structure* acquire.: 
or constructed with Federal assistance, 

(2) Limitations. Authority of heads of 
Federal agencies to establish common ad- 
minUtratlve or technical requirement* for 
subject* specified in section 6(a), Pub. L 
93-510. shall: 

(a) Be limited to problem* that cannot 
• be adequately dealt with through other ac¬ 
tions pursuant to the Joint Funding Simpli¬ 
fication Act or other applicable law. 

(b) Be applied only as necessary to pro¬ 
mote expedition* processing of application* 
or effective and efficient administration of 
projects. 

(c) Be applied In a manner consistent with 
sUtutory requirement*, program purpose* 
and the protection of the Federal interest 

(3) Notification A* dwcrlbed In appendix 
0. lubparagraph 2a(2)(c), the lead agency 
shall specify, in the notice of grant award 
to the grantee, any common technical or ad¬ 
ministrative rules and procedure* established 
for the project. 

(FR Doc 75 33935 Filed 12 23 75;8:45aml 
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Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUOCMAPTER O—WATER PROGRAMS 

(FRL 404-7J 

PART 141—NATIONAL INTERIM PRIMARY 

DRINKING WATER REGULATIONS 

On March 14,1975. the Environmental 
Protection Agency <EPA> proposed Na¬ 
tional Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations pursuant to sections 1412. 
1414. 1415. and 1450 of the Public Health 
Service Act ("the Act”), as amended by 
the Safe Drinking Water Act <"6DWA," 
Pub. L. 93-523), 40 FR 11990. EPA held 
public hearings on the proposed regula¬ 
tions in Boston. Chicago. Son Francisco, 
and Washington during the month of 
April. Several thousand pages of com¬ 
ments on the proposed regulations were 
received and evaluated. In addition, the 
Agency has received comments and in¬ 
formation on the proposed regulations 
from the National Drinking Water Ad¬ 
visory Council, the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, and from num¬ 
erous others during meetings with repre¬ 
sentatives of State agencies, public In¬ 
terest groups and others. 

The regulations deal only with the 
basic legal requirements. Descriptive 
material will be provided in a guidance 
manual for us© by public water systems 
and the States. 

The purpose of tills preamble to the 
final regulations is u> summarize the most 
significant changes made in the proposed 
regulations as a remit of comments re¬ 
ceived and the further consideration of 
available Information. A more detailed 
discussion of the comments and of 
changes in the proposed regulations is 
attached as Appendix A. 

Watts Systems Covxaro 

The Safe Drinking Water Act applies 
to each “public water system,” which is 
defined in Section 140H4) of the Act as 
“a system for the provision to the public 
of piped water for human consumption. 
If such system has at least fifteen service 
connections or regularly serves at least 
twenty-five individuals." Privately owned 
as well as publicly owned systems arc 
covered. Service "to the public" Is inter¬ 
preted by EPA to Include factories and 
private housing development!!. ‘See gen¬ 
erally, House Report, pp. 10-17.) 

The definition or "public water sys¬ 
tem” proposed in the Interim Primary 
Drinking Water Regulations sought to 
explain the meaning of the statutory 
reference to "regular" sendee. It was 
proposed to interpret this term as includ¬ 
ing service for as much as three months 
during the year. Because the proposed 
definition would have excluded many 
large campgrounds, lodges, and other 
public accommodations which serve 
large numbers of tourists but which are 
open for slightly less than three months 
each year, the definition in the final ver¬ 
sion covers systems serving an average of 
at least twenty-five individuals at least 
60 days out of the year. The use of a 
minimum number of days rather than 
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months also makes clear that a system 
may qualify as a public water system 
even If it is not open every day during a 
given month. 

Once "public water system" has been 
defined, it is necessary to define the two 
major types of public water systems— 
those serving residents and those serv¬ 
ing transients or intermittent users. The 
possible health effects of a contaminant 
in drinking water in many cases arc quite 
different for a person drinking the water 
for a long period of time than for a per¬ 
son drinking the water only briefly or In¬ 
termittently, Different regulatory con¬ 
siderations may in some casts* apply to 
systems which serve residents as opposed 
to systems which serve transient* or in¬ 
termittent users. Accordingly. 8 141,2(0 
makes clear that all "public water sys¬ 
tems" fall within cither the category of 
"community water systems" or the cate¬ 
gory of "non-community water systems." 
To make clear which regulatory require¬ 
ments apply to which type of system, the 
category covered Is specifically indicated 
throughout the regulations. 

The proposed regulations defined a 
"community water system’* as "a public 
water system which serves a population 
of which 70 percent or greater are resi¬ 
dents." Reliance in the proposed defini¬ 
tion on the percentage of water system 
users who are residents would result in 
treating some fairly large resort com¬ 
munities with many year-round residents 
as non-community systems. Therefore, 
the definition of "community water sys¬ 
tem" has been changed to cover any’ sys¬ 
tem which serves at least 15 service con¬ 
nections used by year-round residents or 
serves at least 25 year-round residents. 

Small Commuxity Water Systems 

Many community water systems in the 
country are quite small. Since It is the 
intention of the Act to provide basically 
the same level of health protection to 
residents of small communities as to 
residents of large cities, and since a num¬ 
ber of advanced water treatment tech¬ 
niques are made feasible only by eco¬ 
nomies of scale, the cost of compliance 
with the requirements of the Act may 
pose a serious problem for many small 
communities. The regulations seek to 
recognize the financial problems of small 
communities by requiring more realistic 
monitoring for systems serving fewer 
than 1,000 persons. Variances and ex¬ 
emptions authorized by the Act can also 
assist in dealing with economic problems 
of small community systems In appropri¬ 
ate cases, at least temporarily. EPA will 
provide technical assistance on effective 
treatment techniques which can be used 
by small systems. 

These methods of dealing with the fi¬ 
nancial problems of some small com¬ 
munity systems may not be sufficient in 
specific instances to make compliance 
with all applicable regulatory require¬ 
ments feasible. EPA is commencing a 
study of potential problems faced by 
small community systems in meeting ap¬ 
plicable requirements under the Act and 
these regulations, and, if necessary, will 
make additional adjustments in the In¬ 


terim Primary Drinking Water Regula¬ 
tions prior to their effective date. 

Non-Community Systems 

"Non-community systems" are basic¬ 
ally those systems which serve transient *. 
They include hotels, motels, restaurants, 
campgrounds, service stations, and other 
public accommodations which liave their 
own water system and which have at 
least 15 service connections or 5crve 
water to a dally average of at least 25 
persons. Some schools, factories and 
churches are also included in this cate¬ 
gory. It is conservatively estimated that 
there are over 200,000 non-community 
water systems in the country. However, it 
should be recognized that while their 
number is large, they normally are not 
the principal source of water for the 
people they serve. 

The regulations as proposed would 
have applied all maximum contaminant 
levels to non-community systems as well 
as to community systems. This approach 
failed to take into account the fact thru 
the proposed maximum contaminant 
levels for organic chemicals and most in¬ 
organic chemicals were based on the 
potential health effects of long-term ex¬ 
posure. Tho?e levels nre not necessary 
to protect transients or intermittent 
users. Therefore, the final regulation* 
provide that maximum contaminant 
level* for organic chemical*, and for in¬ 
organic chemicals other than nitrate* 
are not applicable to non-communltv 
systems. An exception was made for ni¬ 
trates because they can have an adverse 
health effect on susceptible infants in a 
short period of time. 

Even without monitoring for organic 
chemicals or most inorganic chemical*, 
in the Initial stages of Implementation 
of the drinking water regulations, mon¬ 
itoring results from tens of thousands of 
non-community systems could over¬ 
whelm laboratory capabilities and other 
resources. This could delay effective im¬ 
plementation or the regulations with re¬ 
spect to the community systems which 
provide the w*atcr which American' 
drink every day. To avoid this result, 
non -community systems will be given 
two years after the effective date of the 
regulations to commence monitoring. In 
the meantime, non-community system , 
which already monitor their water ere 
encouraged to continue to do so, and the 
States are encouraged to take appropri¬ 
ate measure* to test or require monitor¬ 
ing for non-community systems that 
serve large numbers of people. 

Of course, non-community systems 
which pose a threat to health should be 
deilt with as quickly a* possible. The 
maximum contaminant levels applicable 
to non-community water systems there¬ 
fore will take effect 18 months after pro¬ 
mulgation, at the same time aa levels ap¬ 
plicable to community systems. Inspec¬ 
tion and enforcement authority will op- 
ply to non-community systems at the 
samo time as to community systems. 

Sanitary Surveys 

EPA encourages the State* to conduct 
sanitary surveys on a systematic basis. 
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These on-site inspections of water sys¬ 
tems are more effective in assuring safe 
water to the public than individual tests 
taken in the absence of sanitary surveys. 
The regulations provide that monitor¬ 
ing frequencies for conform bacteria can 
be changed by the entity with primary 
enforcement responsibility for an Indi¬ 
vidual non-community system, and In 
certain circumstances for an individual 
community system, based on the results 
of a sanitary survey. 

Maximum Contaminant Levies 

Numerous comments were received by 
EPA on the substances selected for the 
establishment of maximum contaminant 
levels and on the levels chosen. Congress 
anticipated that the initial Interim Pri¬ 
mary Drinking Water Regulations would 
be based on the Public Health Service 
Standards of 1962. and this Congres¬ 
sional intent has been followed. Com¬ 
ments received on the various levels did 
not contain new data sufficient to re¬ 
quire the establishment of levels differ¬ 
ent from those contained in the Public 
Health Service Standards 

Water Consumption 

The maximum contaminant levels are 
based, directly or indirectly, on an as¬ 
sumed consumption of two liters of water 
per day. The same assumption was used 
In the 1962 Standards. This assumption 
has been challenged because of instances 
where much higher water consumption 
rates occur. EPA’s Justification for using 
the two-liter figure is that it already 
represents an above average water or 
water-based fluid intake. Moreover, while 
the factor of safety may be somewhat re¬ 
duced when ercat*r quantities of water 
are ingested, the maximum contaminant 
levels based on the two-liter figure pro¬ 
vide substantial protection to virtually 
all consumers. If. as has been suggested, 
a water consumption rate of eight liters 
per day U used as the basis for maxi¬ 
mum contaminant level, all of the pro¬ 
posed MCL’s would have to be divided by 
four, greatly Increasing the monitoring 
difficulties, and in some cases challeng¬ 
ing the sensitivity of accepted analytical 
procedures. It could be expected, in such 
a case, that the maximum contaminant 
levels would be exceeded to a significant 
degree, and that specialized treatment 
techniques would be required to order 
that the contaminant levels would be re¬ 
duced. The economic impact of a move 
In this direction would be enormous. It 
Is not technically or economically feasi¬ 
ble to base maximum contaminant levels 
on unusually high consumption rates. 

Safety Factors 

A question was raised about the fact 
that different safety factors ore con¬ 
tained in various maximum contaminant 
levels. The levels are not Intended to 
have a uniform safety factor, at least 
partly because the knowledge of and the 
nature of the health risks of the various 
contaminants vary widely. The levels set 
are the result of experience, evaluation 
of the available data, and professional 
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judgment. They have withstood the test 
of time and of professional review. They 
arc being subjected to further review by 
the National Academy of Sciences in con¬ 
nection with development of data for the 
Revised Primary Drinking Water Regu¬ 
lations. 

MCL’s Basko on Temperature 

A question was also raised as to 
whether ranges of maximum contami¬ 
nant levels should be established on the 
basis of the climate in the area served 
by the public water system, as was done 
with fluoride. EPA believes that the use 
of a temperature scale for fluoride is 
more appropriate than for other chemi¬ 
cals because of the studies available on 
the fluoride-temperature relationship 
and because there is a small margin with 
fluoride between beneficial levels and 
levels that cause adverse health effects. 

MCL’s Deleted 

Three proposed maximum contami- 
‘nant levels have been eliminated in the 
Anal regulations because they are not 
justified by the available data. One of 
these is carbon chloroform extract 
(CCE), which is discussed separately 
below. The others arc the proposed levels 
for the standard bacterial plate count 
and cyanide. In the case of the plate 
count, it is believed that the collform 
limits contained In the regulations, com¬ 
bined with the turbidity maximum con¬ 
taminant level, adequately deal with 
bacterial contamination. However. EPA 
continues to believe that the standard 
plate count is a valid indicator of 
bacteriological quality of drinking water, 
and recommends that it be used In ap¬ 
propriate cases in conjunction with the 
collform tests as an operational tool. 

The proposed maximum contaminant 
level for cyanide was eliminated because 
the possibility of cyanide contamination 
can be effectively addressed only by the 
use of emergency action, such as under 
Section 1431 of the Act. EPA’s 1969 Com¬ 
munity Water Supply 8tudy did not 
reveal a single instance in which cyanide 
was present in a water system at a level 
greater than one-thousandth of the level 
at which cyanide is toxic to humans. 

Available data indicate that cyanide 
will be present in water systems at toxic 
levels only in the event of an accident, 
such as a spill from a barge collision. 
Maximum contaminant levels are not 
the appropriate vehicle for dealing with 
such rare, accidental contamination. 

Heptachor, heptachlor epoxide 
and chlordanc liave also been removed 
from the list of maximum contaminant 
levels at least temporarily In view of the 
pending cancellation and suspension 
proceedings under the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide. Fungicide and Rodenticlde Act In¬ 
volving those pesticides. When the re¬ 
sults of these proceedings are available. 
EPA will again consider whether maxi¬ 
mum contaminant levels should be es¬ 
tablished for those three pesticides. 

Sodium and Sulfates 

A number of comments were received 
on the potential health effects of sodium 


59567 

and sulfates. The National Drinking 
Water Advisory Council has recom¬ 
mended that consideration-be given to 
the monitoring of these constituents, but 
has not recommended the adoption of 
maximum contaminant levels because 
available data do not support the adop¬ 
tion of any specific levels. EPA has re¬ 
quested the National Academy of Sci¬ 
ences to include sodium and sulfates 
among the contaminants to be studied 
by NAS. and to include information on 
the health effects of sodium and sulfates 
in the report to be made by NAS in 
December 1976. 

Since a number of persons suffer from 
diseases which are Influenced by dietary 
sodium intake and since there are others 
who wish to restrict their sodium in¬ 
take. it is desirable that the sodium con¬ 
tent of drinking water be known. Those 
affected can. bv knowing the sodium con¬ 
centration In their drinking water, make 
adjustments to their diets or, in extreme 
coses, seek alternative sources of water 
to be used for drinking and food prepara¬ 
tion. It is recommended that the States 
institute programs for regular monitor¬ 
ing of the sodium content of drinking 
water served to the public, and for In¬ 
forming phvsiclans and consumer* of the 
sodium concentration in drinking water. 

A relatively high concentration of sul¬ 
fate in drinking water has little or no 
known laxative effect on regular users of 
the water, but transclents using such 
water sometimes experience a laxative 
effect. It is recommended that the States 
Institute monitoring programs for sul¬ 
fates, and that transients be notified If 
the sulfate content of the water is high 
Such notification should Include an as¬ 
sessment of the possible physiological 
effects of consumption of the water 

PCB's and Asbestos 

« 

An interagency comment expressed 
concern for asbestos and PCB’s in live 
environment and noted tlie need for at 
least a monitoring requirement. If not 
for MCL's. for these contaminants. EPA 
is also concerned, but for the moment 
lacks sufficient evidence regarding ana¬ 
lytical methods, health effects, or occur¬ 
rence in the environment to establish 
MCL's. The Agency is conducting re¬ 
search and cooperating in research proj¬ 
ects to develop criteria for establishing 
needed limits as quickly as possible. A 
monitoring study on a number of organic 
chemical contaminants. Including PCB’i. 
for which MCL's are not being estab¬ 
lished at this time, will be contained in 
an organic chemical monitoring regula¬ 
tion that is being promulgated with these 
regulations. Regarding asbestos, HEW 
and EPA arc sponsoring a number of 
studies this year at an approximate cost 
of $16 million to establish health effect*, 
anayltical methods and occurrence. 

Point of Measurement 

Other comments on maximum con¬ 
taminant levels focused on the projiosed 
requirement that such levels be tested 
at the consumer’s tap. Concern was ex¬ 
pressed over the inability of the public 
water system to control potential sources 
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of contaminants which are under the 
control of the consumer. 

The promulgated definition of “maxi¬ 
mum contaminant level.'* 5 141.2(d), re¬ 
tains the requirement that the maxi¬ 
mum contaminant level be measured at 
the tap except In the case or turbidity, 
which should be measured at the point 
of entry to the distribution system. How¬ 
ever, the definition has been expanded 
to make clear that contaminants added 
to the water by circumstances under the 
control of the consumer are not the re¬ 
sponsibility of the supplier of water, 
unless the contaminants result from cor¬ 
rosion of piping and plumbing resulting 
from the quality of the water supplied. 
It should be noted, however, that this 
requirement should not be Interpreted 
as to discourage local, aggressive cross 
connection control measures. 

CoLiroKM Bacteria MCL's 

The promulgated MCL’s for colifortn 
bacteria are basically the 1962 Public 
Health Service Standards, with minor 
refinements and clarifications. However, 
further changes may be desirable. For 
example, the MCL's for the membrane 
filter analytical method do not resolve 
the question of how many conform bac¬ 
teria are assumed to be present in a 
single highly contaminated sample. 
Some laboratories assume on upper limit 
of 50. while others seek to continue to 
count individual bacteria to a level of 
100 or even higher in a single sample. 
The upper limit assumed will affect the 
monthly average which U calculated to 
determine compliance with the MCL's, 
Another question relating to the con¬ 
form bacteria MCL's is the matter of 
possible spurious positive samples. As the 
regulations are written, aU routine sam¬ 
ples taken to determine compUance with 
the MCL’s must be counted, regardless 
of the results of analysis of any check 
samples that may be taken. The reason 
for this is that bacterial contamination 
is often intermittent or transient, and as 
a result negative check samples taken a 
day or more after a positive sample can¬ 
not demonstrate that the positive result 
was in error. It may be possible, however, 
to prescribe a means of doaUng with spu¬ 
rious positive results without compro¬ 
mising the integrity of the MCL’s. 

A third question concerning the MCL’s 
for conform bacteria is the relationship 
of monthly averages of coliform bacteria 
levels to monthly percentages of positive 
samples. For example, the monthly av¬ 
erage MCL for the membrane filter 
method Is violated if the monthly aver¬ 
age exceeds one coliform bacterium per 
sample. However, for purposes of deter¬ 
mining whether the monthly-percent- 
age-of-positive-samples MCL is violated, 
a sample Is counted as positive only If it 
contains more than four coliform bac¬ 
teria. Thus, it is possible, particularly 
when a relatively small number of sam¬ 
ples is taken, for a system to fail the 
monthly average MCL even when no sin¬ 
gle sample taken during the month is 
out of compliance with the limit 
These and other questions concerning 
the coliform bacteria MCL's win be re¬ 


viewed further by EPA. If review indi¬ 
cates that changes in the MCL's are 
desirable, those changes will be made as 
soon as possible but within 6 months, in 
time to take effect at the same time as 
the initial Interim Primary Drinking 
Water Regulations. 

Organic Chemicals 

The proposed maximum contaminant 
levels for organic pesticides, other than 
the three which are the subject of can¬ 
cellation and suspension proceedings, 
have been retained. It is anticipated that 
additional organic pesticides will be 
added to the regulations if surveys of 
pesticides in drinking water being con¬ 
ducted by EPA indicate that this is 
needed. 

The proposed regulations also con¬ 
tained a maximum contaminant level for 
organic chemicals obtained by the carbon 
chloroform extract (CCE) method. It 
was anticipated by Congress that organic 
chemicals would be dealt with primarily 
in the Revised Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations because of the paucity of ac¬ 
curate data on the health effects of vari¬ 
ous organic chemicals, the large number 
of such chemicals, uncertalnitles over ap¬ 
propriate treatment techniques, and the 
need for additional Information on the 
incidence of specific organic chemicals 
in drinking water supplies. EPA thought 
that the CCE standard might provide an 
appropriate means of dealing with or¬ 
ganic chemicals as a class pending action 
on the Revised Primary Regulations. 

The CCE standard was originally de¬ 
veloped as a test for undesirable tastes 
and odors in drinking water. As concern 
developed over the health effects of or¬ 
ganic chemicals, the possibility of using 
CCE as a health standard rather than 
an esthetic standard was considered. 

As pointed out by numerous comments, 
CCE has many failings as an indicator 
or health effects of organic chemicals. 
To begin with, the test obtains informa¬ 
tion on only a fraction of the total 
amount of organic chemicals in the water 
sampled. Furthermore, there is serious 
question as to the reliability of CCE in 
identifying those organic chemicals 
which are most suspected of adverse 
health effects. In addition, there are no 
existing data on which a specific level 
for CCE can be established on a rational 
basis. To establish a maximum contami¬ 
nant level under these circumstances 
would almost certainly do more harm 
than good. It could give a false sense of 
security to persons served by systems 
which are within the established level 
and a false sense of alarm to persons 
served by systems which exceed the level. 
It also would divert resources from 
efforts to find more effective ways of 
dealing with the organic chemicals 
problem. 

EPA believes that the Intelligent 
approach to the organic chemicals ques¬ 
tion is to move ahead as rapidly as pos¬ 
sible along two fronts. First, EPA is 
adopting simultaneously with these reg¬ 
ulations a Subpart E of Part 141, con¬ 
taining requirements for organic chemi¬ 


cal monitoring pursuant to Sections 1445 
and 1450 of the Act. 

The regulations require that desig¬ 
nated public water systems collect sam¬ 
ples of raw and treated water for submis¬ 
sion to EPA for organics analysis. EPA 
will analyze the samples for a number of 
broad organic parameters, including car¬ 
bon chloroform extract (CCE), volatile 
and non-volatile total organic carbon 
(VTOC and NVTOC). total organic chlo¬ 
rine (TOCl>, ultraviolet absorbancy, and 
fluorescence. In addition, monitoring will 
be required for probably 21 specific or¬ 
ganic compounds. Selection of the spe¬ 
cific compounds has been based on the 
occurrence or likelihood of occurrence In 
treated water, toxicity data and availa¬ 
bility of practical analytical methods. 
Laboratory analyses will be used to 
evaluate the extent and nature of organic 
chemical contamination of drinking 
water, to evaluate the validity of the 
general organic parameters as surrogates 
for measures of harmful organic chemi¬ 
cals, and to determine whether there Is 
an adequate basis for establishing maxi¬ 
mum contaminant levels for specific or¬ 
ganics or groups of organics. 

Second, EPA Is embarking on an inten¬ 
sive research program to find answers 
to the following four questions: 

1. What are the effects of commonly 
occurring organic compounds on human 
health? 

2. What analytical procedures should 
be used to monitor finished drinking 
water to assure that any Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulations dealing with or¬ 
ganics are met? 

3. Because some of these organic com¬ 
pounds are formed during water treat¬ 
ment. what changes in treatment prac¬ 
tices are required to minimize the for¬ 
mation of these compounds in treated 
water? 

4. What treatment technology must 
be applied to reduce contaminant levels 
to concentrations that may be specified 
in the Primary Drinking Water Regu¬ 
lations? 

This research will involve health- 
effects and epidemiological studies, in¬ 
vestigations of analytical methodology, 
and pilot plant and field studies of or¬ 
ganic removal unit processes. Some 
phases of the research are to be com¬ 
pleted by the end of this year, while 
much of the remainder are to be com¬ 
pleted within the next calendar year. 

As soon as sufficient information is 
derived from the monitoring program 
and related research, the Interim Pri¬ 
mary Drinking Water Regulations will 
be amended so that the organic chemi¬ 
cals problem can be dealt with without 
delay. The monitoring process will be 
completed within 1 year. 

During the interim period, while sat¬ 
isfactory MCL's for organic contamina¬ 
tion in drinking water arc being devel¬ 
oped. EPA will act in specific cases where 
appropriate to deal with organic con¬ 
tamination. If the EPA monitoring pro¬ 
gram reveals serious specific cases of 
contamination. EPA will work with State 
and local authorities to identify the 
source and nature of the problem and to 
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take remedial action. EPA will also aid 
the Statea In Identifying additional com¬ 
munity water supplies that require 

analyst*. 

Public Notice 

The public notice requirements pro¬ 
posed in I 141.32 did not distinguish be¬ 
tween community and non-community 
public water systems. They would have 
required that public notice of non-com- 
pi mnee with applicable regulations be 
made by newspaper. In water bills, and 
by other media for all public water sys¬ 
tem*. These requirements are inappro¬ 
priate and Ineffective in the case of most 
non -community water systems. Those 

* stems principally serve transients who 
do not receive water bills from the sys¬ 
tem and who probably are not exposed 
si niffcantly to the local media. A more 
effective approach would be to require 
notice that can inform the transient 
before he drinks the system’s water, and 
thereby both warn the transient and 
provide an incentive to the supplier of 
water to remedy the violation. Accord¬ 
ingly, Section 141.32 os adopted provides 
that in the cose of non-community sys¬ 
tems. the entity with primary enforce¬ 
ment responsibility shall require that 
notice be given in a form and manner 
that will Insure that the public using 
the public water system is adequately 
Informed. 

The proposed public notice require¬ 
ments also failed to distinguish between 
different types of violations of the In¬ 
terim Primary Drinking Water Regula¬ 
tions. Since the urgency and Importance 
of a notice varies according to tlie nature 
of the violation involved, 8 141.32 as 
promulgated seeks to match the type of 
notice required with the type of violation 
involved. Written notice accompanying 
a water bill or other direct notice by 
mall Is required for all violations of the 
regulations. Including violations of mon¬ 
itoring requirements, and lor the grant 
of & variance or exemption. In addition, 
notice by newspaper and notification to 
radio and television stations is required 
whenever a maximum contaminant level 
U exceeded, or when the entity with 
primary enforcement responsibility re¬ 
quires such broader notice. 

Quality Control and Testing 

PROCEDURES 

Section 1401(1) of the Act defines 

* primary drinking water regulation” to 
include "quality control and testing pro¬ 
cedures.** The promulgated regulations 
include testing requirements for each 
maximum contaminant level. Including 
check samples and special samples in 
appropriate cases. The regulations also 
specify the procedures to be followed In 
Analyzing samples for each of the maxi¬ 
mum contaminant levels. These proce¬ 
dures will be updated from time to time 
as advances are made in analytical meth¬ 
ods. For example, references to •‘Stand¬ 
ard Methods for the Examination of 
Water and Wastewater” are to the cur¬ 
rent, 13th, edition, but these references 
will be changed to cite the 14th edition 
when It is available in the near future. 
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A key element of quality control for 
public water systems is accurate labora¬ 
tory analysis. Section 141.28 of the regu¬ 
lations provides that analyses conducted 
for the purpose of determining com¬ 
pliance with maximum contaminant 
levels must be conducted by a laboratory 
approved by the entity with primary en¬ 
forcement responsibility. EPA will de¬ 
velop as soon as possible, in cooperation 
with the States and other interested 
parties, criteria and procedures for lab¬ 
oratory certification. A State with pri¬ 
mary enforcement responsibility will 
have a laboratory certified by EPA pur¬ 
suant to the prescribed criteria and pro¬ 
cedures. and in turn will certify labora¬ 
tories within the State. 

Record-keeping requirements and re¬ 
ports to the State also will assist in 
quality control efforts. 

Record-Reefing 

Adequate record-keeping Is necessary 
for the proper operation and administra¬ 
tion of & public water system. It is also 
important for providing information to 
the public, providing appropriate data 
for inspection and enforcement Activities 
and providing information on which fu¬ 
ture regulations can be based. Accord¬ 
ingly, a new { 141.33 has been added to 
the regulations to require that each pub¬ 
lic water system maintain records of 
sample analyses and of actions to correct 
violations of the Primary Drinking Water 
Regulation*. 

Economic and Cost Analysis 

A comprehensive economics study has 
been made of the Interim Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulations. This study esti¬ 
mates the costs of the regulations, evalu¬ 
ates the potential economic Impact, and 
considers possible material and labor 
shortages. The results of this analysis are 
summarized here. 

Total investment costs to community 
water systems to achieve compliance 
with these regulations arc estimated to 
be between $1,050 and $1,765 million. It 
is estimated that non-community sys¬ 
tems will invest an additional $24 million. 
The range of the estimate is due to un¬ 
certainty as to the design flow that will 
be used in installing treatment facilities. 
Systems not In compliance will have to 
consider sizing theJr new components to 
reflect average daily flow conditions, or 
maximum daily flow conditions in cases 
where system storage is not adequate. 

This investment will be spread over 
several years. Investor-owned systems 
will bear about one-fourth of these costs, 
and publicly-owned systems tlie remain¬ 
der. It is not anticipated that system* will 
have difficulty financing these capital re¬ 
quirements. 

In annual terms, national costs are ex¬ 
pected to be within tlie following ranges: 

In mltlioiu 

Capital 006 t*-.--- $145-247 

Operations and maintenance - 203-263 

Monitoring (routine only) __ 17- 35 


Total..*426-545 

Although these aggregate figures are 
large, most water consumers will not be 
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significantly affected. For those user* in 
systems serving 10.000 persons or more, 
the average annua! treatment cost per 
capita may increase from less than $1.00 
for systems requiring disinfection and 
lead control, to between $15 to $35 for 
control of turbidity and heavy metal re¬ 
moval. For system* serving less than 100 
persons, the average annual per capita 
costs of disinfection, lead control and 
flupride/arsenic removal are estimated to 
be between $2.10 and $11.80. However, if 
turbidity control or heavy metal removal 
were required in a system of this size 
then costs arc expected to range from 
$52 to $237 per year per capita. EPA is 
aware of the serious potential economic 
Impact on users in these small systems. 
However, the legislative hKtory specifies 
that the regulations should be based on 
costs that con be reasonably afforded by 
large metropolitan or regional systems. 
Further economic evaluation of these 
system* is being conducted, and realistic 
options for these small systems are being 
reviewed. Options that will be under con¬ 
sideration include less costly treatment 
technologies: formation of regional sys¬ 
tems; and use of alternative water 
sources. Industrial and commercial users, 
whether providing their own water or 
using public systems, are not expected 
to be significantly affected by these 
regulations. 

Possible constraints to the implemen¬ 
tation of the interim primary regula¬ 
tions were examined. Although there 
will be an Increase in demand for chem¬ 
ical*. manpower, laboratories, and con¬ 
struction of treatment facilities. It Is not 
anticipated that any of these factors will 
be a serious obstacle to implementation 
of these regulations over a reasonable 
time frame. 

For the reasons given above. Chapter 
40 of the Code of Federal Regulations fe» 
hereby amended by the addition of the 
following new Part 141 These regula¬ 
tions will take effect 18 months after 
promulgation. 

(It to hereby certified that the economic and 
inflationary impact* of these regulation* 
hare been carefully evaluated In accordance 
with Executive Order 11621) 

Dated: December 10. 1875. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator . 

Subpart A—General 

8cc 
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141.11 Maximum contaminant level* for 

inorganic chemical*. 
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141.14 Maximum microbiological contami¬ 

nant level* 

Subpart C—Monitorirv* and Analytical 
R«<|ul ramanla 

14121 Microbiological contaminant sam¬ 
pling and analytical requirement*. 


FEDERAL RWlSTf*. VOl. 40, NO. 24$—WEDNESDAY. OECfMRfl 24. 1975 







.*>9570 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


141.22 Turbidity sampling and analytical 

requirement* 

141.23 Inorganic chemical sampling and 

analytical requirements 
141.34 Organic chemical sampling and 
analytical requirement*. 

141.27 Alternative analytical technique*. 

141.28 Approved laboratories. 

14132 Monitoring of consecutive public 
water systems. 

Subparl D—Reporting. Public Notification, and 
Record keeping 

14141 Reporting requirements 

141.32 Public notification of variance*, ex¬ 

emptions. and non-compliance 
with regulations. 

141.33 Record maintenance. 

AxmtoiUTT: Secs. 1412. 1414. 1445, and 1450 
of the Public Health Service Act, 88 Stat. 1860 
(42 U.SC. 300g-l, 300 k- 3. 300J-4. and 300j-0). 

Subpart A—General 
8 111-1 Applicability. 

This part establishes primary drinking 
water regulations pursuant to section 
1412 of the Public Health Service Act. as 
amended by the Safe Drinking Water 
Act (Pub. L. 92-523); and related regula¬ 
tions applicable to public water systems. 

§ It 1*2 Definitions. 

As used in this part, the term: 

(a) "Act" means the Public Health 
Service Act, as amended by the Safe 
Drinking Water Act. Pub. L. 93-623. 

<b> "Contaminant'* means any physi¬ 
cal, chemical, biological, or radiological 
substance or matter In water. 

(c) "Maximum contaminant lever* 
means the maximum permissible level of 
a contaminant in water which is de¬ 
livered to the free flowing outlet of the 
ultimate user of a public water system, 
except in the case of turbidity where the 
maximum permissible level is measured 
at the point of entry to the distribution 
system. Contaminants added to the water 
under circumstances controlled by the 
user, except those resulting from corro¬ 
sion of piping and plumbing caused by 
water quality’, ore excluded from this 
definition. 

<d> "Person" means an individual, 
corporation, company, association, part¬ 
nership. State, municipality, or Federal 
agency. 

(e) "Public water system" means a 
system for the provision to the public 
of piped water for human consumption, 
if such system has at least fifteen service 
connections or regularly serves an aver¬ 
age of at least twenty-five Individuals 
daily' at least 60 days out of the year. 
Such term includes (1) any collection, 
treatment, storage, and distribution fa¬ 
cilities under control of the operator of 
such system and used primarily in con¬ 
nection with such system, and (2) any 
collection or pretreatment storage facili¬ 
ties not under such control'which are 
used primarily in connection with such 
system. A public water system is either 
a "community water system** or a "non¬ 
community water system." 

(1) "Community water system" means 
a public water system which serves at 
least 15 service connections used by year- 
round residents or regularly serves at 
least 25 year-round residents. 


(ID "Non-community water system" 
means a public water system that Is not 
a community water system. 

CD "Sanitary survey" means an on¬ 
site review of the whaler source, facili¬ 
ties, equipment, operation and mainte¬ 
nance of a public water system for the 
purpose of evaluating the adequacy of 
such source, facilities, equipment, op¬ 
eration and maintenance for producing 
and distributing safe drinking water. 

<g> "Standard sample** means the 
aliquot of finished drinking water that is 
examined for the presence of coiiform 
bacteria. 

(h) "State" means the agency of the 
State government which has jurisdic¬ 
tion over public water systems. During 
any period when a State does not have 
primary enforcement responsibility 
pursuant to Section 1413 of the Act. the 
term "State** means the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator, U.8. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency. 

(1) "Supplier of water** means any 
person who owns or operates a public 
water system. 

§ 1*11,3 Coverage. 

This part shall apply to each public 
water system, unless the public water 
system meets all of the following condi¬ 
tions: 

(a) Consists only of distribution and 
storage facilities (and does not have any 
collection and treatment facilities); 

<b> Obtains all of its water from, but 
is not owned or operated by. a public wa¬ 
ter system to which such regulations 
apply: * 

(c) Docs not sell water to any person; 
and 

id) Is not a carrier which conveys 
passengers in Interstate commerce. 

§ 111.1 V«rimirr» mid i*xrniptiuiiA. 

Variances or exemptions from certain 
provisions of these regulations may be 
granted pursuant to Sections 1415 and 
1416 of the Act by the entity with pri¬ 
mary enforcement responsibility. Provi¬ 
sions under Part 142. National Interim 
Primary Drinking Water Regulations 
Implementation —subpart E (Variances) 
and subpart F (Exemptions)—apply 
where EPA has primary enforcement 
responsibility. 

§141.5 Siting requirements* 

Before a person may enter Into a fi¬ 
nancial commitment for or initiate con¬ 
struction of a new public water system 
or increase the capacity of an existing 
public water system, he shall notify the 
State and, to the extent practicable, 
avoid locating part or all of the new’ or 
expanded facility at a site which: 

(a) Is subject to a significant risk 
from earthquakes, floods, fires or other 
disasters which could cause a breakdown 
of the public water system or a portion 
thereof; or 

(b) Except for Intake structure®. Is 
within the floodplain of a 100-year flood 
or Ls lower than any recorded high tide 
where appropriate records exist 


The U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency will not seek to override land use 
decisions affecting public water systems 
siting which arc made at the 8tate or lo¬ 
cal government levels. 

§141.6 Effective date. 

The regulations set forth in this part 
shall take effect 18 months after the date 
of promulgation. 

Subpart B—Maximum Contaminant Levels 

§ 141.11 Maximum rontaminanft level* 
for inorganic chemicals, 

(a) The maximum contaminant level 
for nitrate is applicable to both commu¬ 
nity water systems and non-community 
water systems. The levels for the other 
inorganic chemicals apply only to com¬ 
munity water systems. Compliance Tlth 
maximum contaminant levels for inor¬ 
ganic chemic’Us is calculated pursuant to 
f 141.23. 

(b) The following are the maximum 
contaminant levels for inorganic cbem;- 


.cals other than fluoride: 

Level, 
milligram i 

Contaminant per liter 

Arsenic__.__ 0.05 

Barium---1. 

Cadmium — -...—.—.* 0.010 

Chromium__ -—0.05 

Lead...0.05 

Mercury _ 0.003 

Nitrate (00 N)-10. 

Selenium ---— 0. 01 

Silver...0.03 


(c) When the annual average of the 
maximum dally air temperatures for the 
location in which the community water 
system is situated Is the following, the 
maximum contaminant levels for fluoride 
are: 


TVti*prralurr 

Deem* 

FiilurnhHl 

pfltm* Oliltts 

Uvd. 

Iter iilti 

53.7 awl below..... 

13.0 and l*k»w .. 

2 i 

».H to W.3. 

12.1 to 14.6..._. 

7 ; 

£8.4 to C8.k. 

.. 14.7 to 17.0.. 

1 j 

0.0 to TWO. 

, 17.7 to 21.4.___ 

L* 

707 10 79.2.— 

.. 21.5 In 36.2.. 

l ft 

TV J to 90S 

26 J to 12.5. 

M 





§ 141.12 Maximum contaminant level* 
for organic chemical*. 


The following are the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels for organic chemical* 
They apply only to community water 
systems. Compliance with maximum: 
contaminant levels for organic chemical 
Is calculated pursuant to f 141.24. 

Level, 

milligram ■ 
per liter 

(a) Chlorinated hydrocar bona: 

Bndrlu <1.24.4.10. 10-hrxachloro- 0.0002 
6.7-epoxy-I.4. 4«.5.8.74.8*-octa- 
hydro-1.4-cndo. endo-54 - di¬ 
me lhano naphthalene) • 

Ltndano (144.4.5.6-hexachloro- 0 , 00-1 
cyclohexane, gamma Isomer). 

Methoxychlor (1.1,1-Trlchloro- 0.1 
3, 2 - biv (p-methoxyphcnyl| 
ethane). 

Toxapheno -Technical 0.005 

chlorinated campheue, 67 69 
percent chlorine). 
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( b) Chlorophenoxys: 

2.4 - D, <2,4-D1chlorophenoxyac<- 0 1 
tic acid). 

2 4.5-TP Stlvex (2,4,5-Trlchloro- 0.01 

pbenoxypropkmlc acid). 

§ It 1.13 Maximum conlnruliianl level* 
for turbidity. 

The maximum contaminant levels for 
turbidity are applicable to both commu¬ 
nity water systems and non-community 
I filter systems using surface water 
Kuircea in whole or In part. The maxt- 
! mum contaminant levels for turbidity 
In <il inking water, measured at a repre¬ 
sentative «ntry point(s) to the distribu¬ 
tion system, are: 

(a) One turbidity unit (TU). as de¬ 
termined by a monthly average pursuant 
to 1 141.22, except that five or fewer 
turbidity units may be allowed if the 
supplier of water can demonstrate to the 
State that the higher turbidity does not 
do any of the following: 

(1) Interfere with disinfection; 

(2) Prevent maintenance of an effec¬ 
tive disinfectant agent throughout the 
di iributlon system; or 

1 3) Interfere with microbiological 
determinations. 

<b> Five turbidity units based on an 
average for two consecutive days pursu¬ 
ant to I 141.22. 

6 Ml. 14 Maximum mu rohioIogiYal con¬ 
taminant level*. 

The maximum contaminant levels for 
conform bacteria, applicable to com¬ 
munity water systems and non-com¬ 
munity water systems, are as follows: 

• a) When the membrane filter tech¬ 
nique pursuant to 8 141.21(a) is used, 
the number of coliform bacteria shall 
not exceed any of the following: 

(1) One per 100 milliliters as the 
arithmetic mean of all samples examined 
per month pursuant to 5 141.21 (b) or 
<c>; 

(2) Four per 100 milliliters in more 
than one sample when less than 20 are 
examined per month; or 

(3) Four per 100 milliliters in more 
than five percent of the samples when 
20 or more are examined per month. 

<b)<l) When the fermentation tube 
method and 10 milliliter standard por¬ 
tions pursuant to 8 141.21(a) are used, 
conform bacteria shall not be present in 
any of the following: 

(i) more than 10 percent of the por¬ 
tions in any month pursuant to 8 141.21 
♦bi or <c): 

(ii> three or more portions In more 
than one sample when less than 20 sam¬ 
ples are examined per month; or 

till) three or more portions in more 
than five percent of the samples when 
2o or more samples arc examined per 
month. 

<2> When the fermentation tube 
method and 100 milliliter standard por¬ 
tions pursuant to 8141.21(a) are used, 
conform bacteria shall not be present in 
imy of the following: 

<i> more than 60 percent of the por- 
tmns i n any mon th pursuant to 8 141.21 
<b> or (c); 

( ii> five portions in more than one 
• unple when less than five samples ore 
examined per month; or 
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(ill) five portions in more than 20 
percent of the samples when five or more 
samples are examined per month. 

<c) For community or non-community 
systems that are required to sample at a 
rate of less than 4 per month, compli¬ 
ance with paragraphs (a), (b)(1), or 

(b) (2) of t his section shall be based upon 
sampling during a 3 month period, ex¬ 
cept that, at the discretion of the State, 
compliance may be based upon sampling 
during a one-month period 

Subpart C—Monitoring and Analytical 
Requirements 

S 141.21 Microbiological contaminant 
sampling and analytical require¬ 
ments. 

(a) Suppliers of water for community 
water systems and non-community water 
systems shall analyse for coliform bac¬ 
teria for the purpose of determining 
compliance with 8 141.14. Analyses shall 
be conducted in accordance with the an¬ 
alytical recommendations set forth in 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater/* American 
Public Health Association, 13th Edition, 
pp. 662-688. except that a standard sam¬ 
ple size shall be employed. The standard 
sample used in the membrane filter pro¬ 
cedure shall be 100 milliliters. The stand¬ 
ard sample used in the 5 tube most 
probable number <MPN) procedure (fer¬ 
mentation tube method) shall be 5 times 
the standard portion. The standard por¬ 
tion is either 10 milliliters or 100 milli¬ 
liters as described In 1141.14 (b) and <c). 
The samples shall be taken at points 
which are representative of the condi¬ 
tions within the distribution system. 

(b) The supplier of water for a com¬ 
munity water system shall take coliform 
density samples at regular time inter¬ 
vals. arid in number proportionate to the 


28,001 to 33,000... 33 

33,001 to 37.000.—.. 40 

37.001 to 41,000...„ 46 

41.001 to 46.000. 60 

46 001 to 60,000_ 35 

60,001 to 64J000_ 60 

54,001 to 50.000 . 65 

69,001 to 64.000. 70 

64.001 to 70.000. 75 

70J001 to 76.000. 80 

76.001 to 83.000_ 85 

83,001 to 90,000.. 90 

90.001 to 96.000. 96 

96,001 to 111.000. 100 

111,00! to 130.000. 110 

130,001 to 160.000_ 120 

160.001 to 190,000_ 130 

190.001 to 220,000. 140 

220.001 to 250,000. 160 

250,001 to 290.000. 160 

290.001 to 320,000. 170 

320,001 to 360.000.. 180 

360,001 to 410,000. 190 

410.001 to 460,000_„_ 200 

450,001 to 500 . 000 ._ 210 

500.001 to 550,000.. 220 

650.001 to 600.000. 230 

600 001 to 660 000_ 240 

660,001 to 720,000_ 260 

720,001 to 780.000. 260 

780.001 to 840.000_ 270 

840,001 to 910.000. 280 

910.001 to 970.000. 200 

970.001 to 1J060.000. 300 

1,060.001 to 1,140.000_ 310 

1,140,001 to 1230,000_ 320 

1330.001 to 1,320.000. 330 

1420,001 to 1,420,000. 340 

1.420,001 to 1,530.000.... 350 

1,520,001 to 1.630000_ 300 

1,630,001 to 1,730.000. 370 

1,730.001 to 1,850,000_ 380 

1.850.001 to 1470,000. 390 

1,970.001 to 2,060,000. 400 

2,000.001 to 2.370.000. 410 

2470,001 to 2.610.000. 420 

2410.001 to 2,750.000 _ 430 

2,750.001 to 3,020 000 _ 440 

3,020.001 to 3.320.000. 450 

3.330.001 to 3,620.000. 460 

3.620.001 tc 3.960,000_ 470 

3.960,001 to 4.310.000. 480 

4410.001 to 4.690400_ 490 

4.600,001 or more__ 600 


population served by the system. In no 
event shall the frequency be less than as 
set forth below: 

Minimum number of 
Population served: t am pies per month 

25 to 1,000_ 1 

I, 001 to 2,500. 2 

2 501 to 3400_ 3 

3.801 to 4.100_ 4 

4.101 to 4,900_ 6 

4.901 to 6,800- 6 

6.801 to 6,700- 7 

6.701 to 7.800.—. 8 

7.601 to 8.500. 9 

8.501 to 9,400_ 10 

9.401 to 10,300- 11 

10.301 to 11.100- 12 

II, 101 to 12.000- 13 

12,001 to 12400. 14 

12401 to 13,700. 16 

13.701 to 14 600_ 18 

14.601 to 16.600_ 17 

15401 to 16.300_ 18 

16.301 to 17400_ 19 

17401 to 18.100_ 20 

18.10! to 18.900- 21 

18401 to 19 800- 23 

19.801 to 20.700- 23 

20.701 to 21,600. 24 

21.601 to 22,300 . 25 

23401 to 23,200-.- 26 

23401 to 24.000- 27 

24.001 to 24,900- 28 

24.901 to 25.000- 29 

25,001 to 28,000. 30 


Based on a history of no coliform bac¬ 
terial contamination and on a sanitary 
survey by the State showing the wAtor 
system to be supplied solely by a pro¬ 
tected ground water source and free of 
sanitary defects, a community water sys¬ 
tem serving 25 to 1,000 persons, with 
written permission from the State, may 
reduce this sampling frequency except 
that in no case shall it be reduced to less 
than one per quarter. 

(c) The supplier of water for a non- 
community water system shall sample for 
coliform bacteria in each calendar quar¬ 
ter during which the system provides 
water to the public. Such sampling shall 
begin within two years after the effective 
date of this part. If the State, on the 
basis of a sanitary survey, determines 
that some other frequency is more appro¬ 
priate, that frequency shall be the fre¬ 
quency required under these regulations. 
Such frequency shall be confirmed or 
changed on the basis of subsequent 
surveys. 

(d) (1) When the coliform bacteria in a 
single sample exceed four per 100 milli¬ 
liters < $ 141.14(a)). at least two consecu¬ 
tive daily check samples shall be collected 
and examined from the same sampling 
point. Additional check samples shall be 
collected dally, or at a frequency estab- 
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llshed by the State, until the result* ob¬ 
tained from at least two consecutive 
check samples show less than one con¬ 
form bacterium per 100 milliliters. 

(2> When coliform bacteria occur in 
three or more 10 ml portions of a single 
sample (1141.14(b) <1> >, at least two 
consecutive dally chock sample* shall be 
collected and examined from the same 
sampling point. Additional check samples 
shall be coUected dally, or at a frequency 
established by the State, until the result* 
obtained from at least two consecutive 
check samples show no positive tubes. 

(3 > When conform bacteria occur in all 
five of the 100 ml portions of a single 
sample <9 141.14(b) (2>>, at least two 
doily check samples shall be collected 
and examined from the same sampling 
point. Additional check samples shall be 
coUected daily, or at a frequency estab¬ 
lished by the State. untU the result* ob¬ 
tained from at least two consecutive 
check samples show no positive tubes. 

(4) The location at which the check 
samples were taken pursuant to para¬ 
graphs (d> (1). (2>. or <3) of this section 
shaU not be eliminated from future sam- 
pUng without approval of the 8tate. The 
results from aU conform bacterial analy¬ 
ses performed pursuant to this subpart, 
except those obtained from check sam¬ 
ples and special purpose samples, shall be 
used to determine compliance with the 
maximum contaminant level for conform 
bacteria a* established in 9 141.14. Check 
sample* shaU not be Included in calculat¬ 
ing the total number of samples taken 
each month to determine compliance 
with 9 141.21 (b» or <c). 

(e) When the presence of collform 
bacteria In water taken from a particular 
sampling point has been confirmed by 
any check samples examined ns directed 
in paragraphs (d) (1). <2>, or (3) of this 
section, the supplier of water shall re¬ 
port to the State within 48 hours. 

(f) When a maximum contaminant 
level set forth in paragraphs (a), (b) or 
(c) of 9 141.14 Is exceeded, the suppUer 
of water shall report to the State and 
notify the public as prescribed in 9 141.31 
and 9 141 32. 

(g) Special purpose samples, such a* 
those taken to determine whether dis¬ 
infection practices following pipe place¬ 
ment, replacement, or repair have been 
sufficient, shall not be used to determine 
compliance with § 141.14 or 5 141.21 (b> 
or <c>. 

<h) A supplier of water of a com¬ 
munity water system or a non-com¬ 
munity water system may, with the 
approval of the State ard based upon a 
sanitary survey, substitute the use of 
chlorine residual monitoring for not more 
than 75 percent of the samples required 
to be taken by paragraph (b) of this 
section. Provided . That the supplier of 
water takes chlorine residual samples at 
points which are representative of the 
conditions within the distribution sys¬ 
tem at the frequency of at least four for 
each substituted microbiological sample. 
There shall be at least dolly determina¬ 
tions of chlorine residual. When the sup¬ 
plier of water exercises the option pro¬ 
vided in this paragraph <h) of this 
section, he shall maintain no less tluin 
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0.2 mg/1 free chlorine throughout the 
public water distribution system. When a 
particular sampling point has been 
shown to have a free chlorine residual 
leas than 0.2 mg/1, the water at that loca¬ 
tion shall be retested as soon as prac¬ 
ticable and in any event within one hour. 
If the original analysis is confirmed, this 
fact shall be reported to the State within 
48 hours. Also, If the analysts Is con¬ 
firmed. a sample for collform bacterial 
analysis must be collected from that 
sampling point as soon as practicable and 
preferably within one hour, and the re¬ 
sults of such analysis reported to the 
State within 48 hours after the results 
are known to the supplier of water. 
Analyses for residual chlorine shall be 
made in accordance with '‘Standard 
Methods for the Examination of Water 
and Wastewater." 13th Ed., pp. 129-132. 
Compliance with the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels for collform bacteria 
shall be determined on the monthly mean 
or quarterly mean basis specified in 
9 141.14. including those samples taken 
as a result of failure to maintain the re¬ 
quired chlorine residual level. The State 
may withdraw its approval of the use of 
chlorine residual substitution at any 
time. 

§ 1 11.22 Turbidity *am|dlng and an¬ 
al} iiral requirement*. 

(a > Samples shall be taken by suppliers 
of water for both community water sys¬ 
tems and non-community water systems 
at a representative entry point <«) to the 
water distribution system at least once 
per day. for the purpose of making tur¬ 
bidity measurements to determine com¬ 
pliance with 9 141.13. The measurement 
shall be made by the Nephelometric 
Method in accordance with the recom¬ 
mendations set forth in "Standard Meth¬ 
ods for the Examination of Water and 
Wastewater." American Public Health 
Association. 13th Edition, pp. 350-353, or 
"Methods for Chemical Analysts of 
Water and Wastes." pp. 295-298, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. Office of 
Technology Transfer. Washington, D.C. 
20460. 1974. 

<b) If the result of a turbidity analysis 
indicates that the maximum allowable 
limit has been exceeded, the sampling 
and measurement shall be confirmed by 
resampling as soon as practicable and 
preferably within one hour. If the repeat 
sample confirms that the maximum al¬ 
lowable limit has been exceeded, the sup¬ 
plier of water shall report to the State 
within 48 hours. The repeat sample shall 
be the sample used for the purpose of 
calculating the monthly average. If the 
monthly average of the dally samples 
exceeds the maximum allowable limit, or 
if the average of two samples taken on 
consecutive days exceeds 5 TU. the sup¬ 
plier of water shall report to the State 
and notify the public os directed in 
9 141.31 and 9 141.32. 

<c) Sampling for non-community 
water systems shall begin within two 
years after the effective date of this port. 

id) The requirements of this 9 141.22 
shall apply only to public water systems 
which use w'Ater obtained In w’holc or in 
part from surface sources. 


§ I I 1.23 Inorganic chemical sampling 
and analytical requirement*. 

<a> Analyses for the purpose of de¬ 
termining compliance with 9 141.11 ait 
required as follows: 

<1> Analyses for all community water 
systems utilizing surface water sources 
shall be completed within one year fol¬ 
lowing the effective date of this part | 
These analyses shall be repeated at 
yearly intervals. 

(2 1 Analyses for all community water f 
systems utilizing only ground water 
sources shall be completed within two 
years following the effective date of this 
part. These analyses shall be repeated 
at three-year intervals. 

(3> For non-community water system* 
whether supplied by surface or ground 
water sources, analyses for nitrate shall 
be completed within two years following 
the effective date of thJs part. These 
analyses shall be repeated at Intervals 
determined by the State. 

<b) If the result of an analysis made 
pursuant to paragraph (a) indicate* that 
the level of any contaminant listed in 
9 141.11 exceeds the maximum contam¬ 
inant level, the supplier of water shall 
report to the 8tate within 7 days and 
Initiate three additional analyse* at the 
same sampling point within one month. 

(c> When the average of four analyses 
made pursuant to paragraph <b) of thU 
section, rounded to the same number of 
significant figures as the maximum con¬ 
taminant level for the substance in ques- 
tion. exceeds the maximum contaminant 
level, the supplier of water shall notify 
the State pursuant to 9 141.31 and sive 
notice to the public pursuant to 9 141.32. 
Monitoring after public notification shall 
be at a frequency designated by the State 
and shall continue until the maximum 
contaminant level has not been exceeded 
in two successive samples or until a mon¬ 
itoring schedule as a condition to a 
variance, exemption or enforcement ac¬ 
tion shall become effective. 

<d> The provisions of paragraphs <b* 
and (c) of tills section notwithstanding, 
compliance with the maximum contam¬ 
inant level for nitrate shall be determined 
on the basis of the mean of two analyse 
When a level exceeding the maximum 
contaminant level for nitrate is found, 
a second analysis shall be Initiated within 
24 hours, and if the mean of the two 
analyses exceeds the maximum contam¬ 
inant level, the supplier of water shall 
report his findings to the State pursuant 
to 9 141.31 and shall notify the public 
pursuant to 9 141.32. 

<e> For the Initial analyses required 
by paragraph (a)(1), (2) or (3) of this 
section, data for surface waters acquired 
within one year prior to the effective dale 
and data for ground waters acquired 
within 3 years prior to the effective date 
of this part may be substituted at the 
discretion of the State. 

(f) Analyses conducted to determine 
compliance with 9 141.11 shall be made 
In accordance with the following 
methods: 

(1 > Arsenic—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od, "Methods for Chemical Analysts of 
Water and Wastes," pp. 95-96, Environ- 
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mental Protection Agency. Office of 
Technology Transfer, Washington, D.C. 
-0460,1974. 

(2) Barium—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od. “Standard Methods for the Exami¬ 
nation of Water and Wastewater/* 13th 
Edition, pp, 210-215. or “Methods for 
chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes/* 
pp. 97-98. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office of Technology Transfer, 
Washington, D.C. 20460, 1974. 

(3) Cadmium—Atomic Absorption 
Method, “Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater/* 
13th Edition, pp. 210-215, or “Methods 
for Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes,** pp. 101-103. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Technology 
Transfer, Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

<4> Chromium—Atomic Absorption 
Method, “Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater/* 
13th Edition, pp. 210-215, or “Methods 
for Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes,** pp. 105-106, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Technology 
Transfer, Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(5) Lead—Atomic Absorption Method, 
Standard Methods for the Examina¬ 
tion of Water and Wastewater/' 13th 
Edition, pp. 210-215. or “Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes/* 
pp. 112-113, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office of Technology Transfer, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 1974. 

<6> Mercury—Flaraeless Atomic Ab¬ 
sorption Method, “Methods for Chemical 
Analysis of Water and Wastes,'* pp. 118- 
126, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Office of Technology Transfer, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C.20460,1974. 

(7) Nitrate—Brucine Colorimetric 
Method, “Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater/* 
13th Edition, pp. 461-464, or Cadmium 
Reduction Method, “Methods for Chemi¬ 
cal Analysis of Water and Wastes/* 
pp. 201-206. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office of Technology Transfer. 
Washington. DC. 20460.1974. 

<8) Selenium—Atomic Absorption 
Method. “Methods for Chemical Analysis 
of Water and Wastes," p. 145. Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency. Office of 
Technology Transfer. Washington, D.C. 
20460,1974. 

<9> Silver—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od, “Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater". 
13th Edition, pp. 210-215, or “Methods 
for Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes", p. 146. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, Office of Technology Trans¬ 
fer, Washington, D.C. 20460, 1974. 

(10) Fluoride—Electrode Method, 
Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater", 13th Edition, 
pp. 172-174, or “Methods for Chemical 
Analysis of Water and Wastes," pp. 65- 
67. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Office of Technology Transfer, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460. 1974, or Colorimetric 
Method with Preliminary Distillation. 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater," 13th Edition, 
PP. 171-172 and 174-176. or “Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes/* pp. 59-60, Environmental Pro¬ 


tection Agency. Office of Technology 
Transfer. Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974, 

§ 1 11.21 Organic chemical Miinpling 
and analytical requirement*. 

fa) An analysis of substances for the 
purpose of determining compliance with 
$ 141.12 shall be made as follows: 

(1) For all community water systems 
utilizing surface water sources, analyses 
shall be completed within one year fol¬ 
lowing the effective date of this part. 
Samples analyzed shall be collected dur¬ 
ing the period of the year designated by 
the State as the period when contami¬ 
nation by pesticides is most likely to 
occur. These analyses shall be repeated 
at intervals specified by the State but 
In no event less frequently than at three 
year intervals. 

(2) For community water systems 
utilizing only ground water sources, 
analyses shall be completed by those sys¬ 
tems specified by the State. 

(b) If the result of an analysis made 
pursuant to paragraph ta> of this sec¬ 
tion Indirates that the level of any con¬ 
taminant listed in 8 141.12 exceeds the 
maximum contaminant level, the sup¬ 
plier of water shall report to the State 
within 7 days and initiate three addi¬ 
tional analyses within one month. 

(c) When the average of four analyses 
made pursuant to paragraph <b) of this 
section, rounded to the same number of 
significant figures as the maximum con¬ 
taminant level for the substance In ques¬ 
tion. exceeds the maximum contaminant 
level, the supplier of water shall report 
to the State pursuant to 8 141.31 and give 
notice to the public pursuant to f 141.32. 
Monitoring after public notification shall 
be at a frequency designated by the State 
and shall continue until the maximum 
contaminant level has not been exceeded 
in two successive samples or until a 
monitoring schedule as a condition to a 
variance, exemption or enforcement ac¬ 
tion shall become effective. 

<d> For the initial analysis required 
by paragraph <a) <1> and (2) of this 
section, data for surface water acquired 
within one year prior to the effective 
date of this part and data for ground 
water acquired within three years prior 
to the effective date of this part may be 
substituted at the discretion of the State. 

(e) Analyses made to determine com¬ 
pliance with f 141.12<a> shall be made 
in accordance with “Method for Organo- 
chlorinc Pesticides in Indus trial Efflu¬ 
ents/' MDQARL. Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. Cincinnati, Ohio. Novem¬ 
ber 28. 1973. 

(f) Analyses made to determine com¬ 
pliance with 1141.12(b) shall be con¬ 
ducted in accordance with “Methods for 
Chlorinated Phenoxy Acid Herbicides in 
Industrial Effluents/* MDQARL. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio. November 28. 1973. 

§ 111.27 Alternative nualvtirul tech¬ 
nique*. 

With the written permission of the 
State, concurred in by the Administra¬ 
tor of the U.S. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, an alternative analytical 


technique may be employed. An alterna¬ 
tive technique shall be acceptable only 
if it is substantially equivalent to the 
prescribed test in both precision and ac¬ 
curacy as it relates to the determination 
of compliance with any maximum con¬ 
taminant level. The use of the alterna¬ 
tive analytical technique shall not de¬ 
crease the frequency of monitoring re¬ 
quired by this part. 

§111/28 Approved Inhuratorin*. 

For the purpose of determining com¬ 
pliance with | 141.21 through 8 141,27. 
samples may be considered only if they 
have been analyzed by a laboratory ap¬ 
proved by the State except that meas¬ 
urements for turbidity and free chlorine 
residual may be performed by any per¬ 
son acceptable to the State. 

§ 1 41.29 Monitoring of e«nM*rtHivr pub¬ 
lic *■«cr mMi his 

When a public water system supplies 
water to one or more other public water 
systems, the State may modify the moni¬ 
toring requirements imposed by this 
part to the extent that the interconncc- 
ion of the sysems jusifies treating them 
as a single system for monitoring pur¬ 
poses. Any modified monitoring shall be 
conducted pursuant to a schedule speci¬ 
fied by the State and concurred in by the 
Administrator of the UJS. Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

Cubpsrt D— Reporting, Public Notification 
and Record Keeping 

§ 1 11.31 Reporting requirement*. 

(a) Except where a shorter reporting 
period is specified in this part, the 
supplier of w ater shall report to the State 
witliin 40 days following a test, measure¬ 
ment or analysis required to be made by 
this port, tlie results of that test, meas¬ 
urement or analysis. 

(b) The supplier of water shall report 
to the State within 48 hours the failure 
to comply with any primary drinking 
water regulation (including failure to 
comply with monitoring requirements) 
set forth in this part. 

(c> The supplier of water is not re¬ 
quired to report analytical results to the 
StAte in cases where a State laboratory 
performs the analysis and reports the 
results to the State office which would 
normally receive such notification from 
the supplier. 

§111.32 Public noli Ileal ion. 

<a> If a community water system fails 
to comply with an applicable maximum 
contaminant level established in Subpart 
B. fails to comply with an applicable 
testing procedure established in Subpurt 
C of this part, is granted a variance or 
an exemption from an applicable maxi¬ 
mum contaminant level, falls to comply 
with the requirements of any schedule 
prescribed pursuant to a variance or ex¬ 
emption, or fails to perform any moni¬ 
toring required pursuant to Section 1445 
(a) of the Act. the supplier of water shall 
notify persons served by the system of 
the failure or grant by inclusion of a no¬ 
tice in the first set of water bills of the 
system Issued after the failure or grant 
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and In any event by written notice within 
three months Such notice shall be re¬ 
peated at least once every three months 
so long as the system's failure continues 
or the variance or exemption remains in 
effect. If the system issues water bills less 
frequently than quarterly, or does not 
issue water bills, the notice shall be made 
by or supplemented by another form of 
direct mall. 

(b) If a community’ water system has 
failed to comply with an applicable max¬ 
imum cqptaxnlnant level, the supplier of 
water shnll notify the public of such fall- 
tire, In addition to the notification re¬ 
quired by paragraph la) of this section, 
as follows: 

U) By publication on not less than 
three consecutive days In a newspaper or 
newspapers of general circulation in the 
area served by the system. Such notice 
shall be completed within fourteen day’s 
after the supplier of water learns of 
the failure. 

(2) By furnbhing a copy of the notice 
to the radio and television stations serv¬ 
ing the area served by the system. Such 
notice shall be furnished within seven 
days after the supplier of water learns 
of the failure. 

(c> If the area served by a community 
water system is not served by a dally 
newspaper of general circulation, notifi¬ 
cation by newspaper required by para¬ 
graph (b> of this section shall instead be 
given by publication on three consecutive 
weeks in a weekly newspaper of general 
circulation serving the area. If no weekly 
or daily newspaper of general circula¬ 
tion serves the area, notice shall be given 
by posting the notice in post offices with¬ 
in the area served by the system. 

(d) If a non-community water sys¬ 
tem falls to comply with an applicable 
maximum contaminant level established 
In Subpart B of this part, falls to comply 
with an applicable testing procedure 
established in Subpart C of this port, is 
granted a variance or an exemption from 
an applicable maximum contaminant 
level, fails to comply with the require¬ 
ment of any schedule prescribed pursu¬ 
ant to a variance or exemption or fails to 
perform any monitoring required pursu¬ 
ant to Section I445<a> of the Act, the 
supplier of water shall given notice of 
such failure or grant to the persons 
served by the system. The form and man¬ 
ner of such notice shall be prescribed by 
the State, and shall insure that the 
public using the svstem is adequately in¬ 
formed of the failure or grant 

(e> Notices given pursuant to this sec¬ 
tion shall be written in a manner reason¬ 
ably designed to inform fully the users 
of the system. The notice shall be con¬ 
spicuous and shall not use unduly tech¬ 
nical language, unduly small print or 
other methods which would frustrate the 
purpose of the notice. The notice shall 
disclose all material facts regarding the 
subject including the nature of the prob¬ 
lem and, when appropriate, a clear state¬ 
ment that a primary drinking water 
regulation has been violated and any pre¬ 
ventive measures that should be token by 
the public. Where appropriate, or where 
designated by the State, bilingual notice 
shall be given. Notices may include a bol- 
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anced explanation of the significance or 
seriousness to the public health of the 
subject of the notice, a fair explanation 
of steps taken by the system to correct 
any problem and the results of any addi¬ 
tional sampling. 

(f) Notice to the public required by 
this section may be given by the State on 
behalf of the supplier of water. 

(g) In any instance in which notifica¬ 
tion by mail is required by paragraph (a) 
of this section but notification by news¬ 
paper or to radio or television stations 
is not required by paragraph <b> of this 
section, the State may order the supplier 
of writer to provide notification by news¬ 
paper and to radio and television stations 
when circumstances make more immedi¬ 
ate or broader notice appropriate to 
protect the public health. 

gill.33 Ucftjrd nwlnltntnrp. 

Any owner or operator of a public 
water system subject to the provisions of 
this part shall retain on its premises or 
^at a convenient location near its prem¬ 
ises the following records: 

(a) Records of bacteriological analyses 
made pursuant to tills part shall be kept 
for not less than 5 years. Records of 
chemical analyses made pursuant to this 
part shall be kept for not less than XO 
years. Actual laboratory reports may be 
kept, or data may be transferred to tab¬ 
ular summaries, provided that the fol¬ 
lowing information is included: 

(1) The date, place, and time of sam¬ 
pling. and the name of the person who 
collected the sample; 

(2* Identification of the sample as to 
whether it was a routine distribution 
system sample, check sample, raw or 
process water sample or other special 
purpose sample; 

<3) Date of analysis; 

(4) Laboratory and person responsible 
for performing analysis; 

(5) The analytical technique/method 
used; and 

16 ) The results of the analysis. 

Cb) Records of action taken by the 
system to correct violations of primary 
drinking water regulations shall be kept 
for a period not less than 3 years after 
the lost action taken with respect to the 
particular violation involved. 

(c) Copies of any written reports, 
summaries or communications relating 
to sanitary surveys of the system con¬ 
ducted by the system Itself, by a private 
consultant, or by any local. State or Fed¬ 
eral agency, shall be kept for a period 
not leas than 10 years after completion 
of tlie sanitary survey Involved. 

(d> Records concerning a variance or 
exemption granted to the system shall 
be kept for a period ending not less than 
f> years following the expiration of such 
variance or exemption. 

Apntmux A —Resroxst to Pvtlxc Comments 

Proposed National Interim Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulation** were published for 


‘The proponed regulation* actually were 
designated -Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Standard*.'* Because the Safe Drinking Water 
Act refers to "Regulation*” rather than 
••Standards,** the final vrmlon or the regula¬ 
tion* does not use the term "Standards" In 
the title. 


comment on March 14. 1075. 40 FR 11BW 
Written comments on the proposed regula¬ 
tions were Invited, and public hearings were 
held in Boston, Chicago. Son Francisco and 
Washington. DC. Almost five hundred writ¬ 
ten submissions were received, to tall. 
several thousand pages. Seventy-seven wit¬ 
nesses testified at the public hearings. In 
ail. an aggregate of over 3.500 discrete com¬ 
ments were contained in the written |ubmii- 
clons and In oral testimony. 

As a result of these comments and further 
consideration of available data by EPA. a 
number of changes were made In the pro¬ 
posed regulations. The principal changes ar« 
summarized in the preamble to the fins: 
regulations. The purpoce of Appendix A Is to 
discuss the comments received on varlou 
aspects of the proposed regulations, and to 
explain EPA‘s response to those comment 

I. DmNinoxs 

1. ’"Public Water System/* More than fifty 
comments were directed to the definition of 
“public water system" contained In f 141.1. 
Concern was expressed over the fact that thr? 
definition does not track the statutory de¬ 
finition word for word. Questions were also 
ralred concerning the coverage of speci!ir 
types of facilities with their own water 
systems, such as parks, schools, traUer caxr.r 
and factories. 

The reaeon for expanding the statute— 
definition was to express more opedAcaliv 
the Congressional Intent. The statutory defi¬ 
nition. contained in Section 1401(4) of th* 
Public Health Service Act (**the Act”*/ 
covers all systems with at least fifteen serv¬ 
ice connections or "regularly'* serving at 
least 25 individuals. The term “regularly” la 
not explained In the statute, but the legis¬ 
lative history of the statute make* elenr 
that Congress intended to cover virtually all 
public accommodations which have their own 
water supply and nerve at least 25 Individu¬ 
als. The proposed regulations therefore ex¬ 
plained “regularly" as meaning “dally at 
least three months out of the year” Thb 
three-month period has been shortened to 
00 days in the final regulations because 
campgrounds and other public accommoda¬ 
tions nerving water for ns much as 50 days 
during the year appear to fall within the 
classes of facilities Congress Intended to 
cover. If a public water system serves the 
requisite number of service connections or 
persons for a total of 50 days during a calen¬ 
dar year, even If the service U Intermitten*. 
It Is a public water system. 

It is clear from the breadth of the defini¬ 
tion of “public water system” In the Act anfi 
from the legislative history that the cover¬ 
age of the Primary Drink lug Water Regula¬ 
tions la not limited to traditional water util¬ 
ities. Campgrounds, trailer camps, factories, 
parks, schools, restaurants, gasoline station*, 
motels and other facilities which have their 
own water systems must comply with the 
regulations If they serve the requisite num¬ 
ber of service connections or the requisite 
number of persons. 

Proposed I 141.3. entitled “Coverage." ap¬ 
parently contributed to confusion over the 
meaning of "public water system.” That sec¬ 
tion, which was taken from section 1411 of 
the Act. exempts from the Primary Drinking 
Water Regulations, public water system* 
which meet four specified conditions. Over 


•Statutory authority for the adoption of 
Primary Drinking Water Regulations la de¬ 
rived from the Safe Drinking Water Act. 
Public Law 03 523. which added a new Title 
XTV to the Public Health Service Act. Refer¬ 
ences to pertinent sections in the Unite! 
States Code accordingly are to the Public 
Health Service Act rather than to the Safe 
Drinking Water Act. 
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50 comments were received on this section. 
In response to comments asking for clarlfl- 
ration of the section. It has been revised to 
make clear that a public water system must 
meet each of the four listed conditions in 
,.rder to be exempted from the regulations. 
Tints, a public water system is exempted only 
if it consists only of distribution and storage 
facilities and it obtains all of its water from, 
but is not owned or operated by. a public 
water system to which the regulations ap¬ 
ply. and It does not sell water and It Is not 
a carrier which conveys passengers In Inter¬ 
state commerce. Interstate carriers, there¬ 
fore, are not exempted, even If they have 
only storage and distribution facilities, ob¬ 
tain all their water from a public water sys¬ 
tem. and do not sell water to the public. 
However, a public facility such as a hotel or 
restaurant is exempted if it has only storage 
and distribution faculties, obtains all IU 
water from a public water system onr! does 
not sell water to the public. 

Of course, many facilities serving tran¬ 
sients obtain water by direct connection to 
a conventional water utility system and 
cither do not constitute a separate system or 
are excluded from coverage because they 
meet all four of the conditions listed In 
f 1413, And In some cases, such as gasoline 
tat)on*, even when the faculty has its own 
water system it often will not qualify as a 
public water system bocaure It does not serve 
water to the requisite number of service con¬ 
nections or persons. 

2. “Comrn unify Water System/' Two com¬ 
ments requested clarification of the defini¬ 
tion of a ‘'community water system," f HI 2. 
The purpose of defining this term Is to allow 
appropriate regulatory distinctions between 
public water systems which serve residents 
on s year-round beat* and public water sys¬ 
tems which principally serve transients or 
intermittent users. Different monitoring re¬ 
quirement* are appropriate for the two types 
of systems, and, as discussed below, some 
maximum contaminant level* are not appli¬ 
cable to non-community system*. 

The proposed regulations defined “com¬ 
munity water system” as “a public water sys¬ 
tem which serves a population of which 70 
percent or greater are residents." This defini¬ 
tion distinguished community systems on the 
basis of service to residents, but It excluded 
a number of systems which serve a large 
number of resident* throughout the year. For 
example, some largo resort communities may 
have several hundred or oven several thou- 
wind year-round resident* who nevertheless 
make up leas than 70 percent of the popula¬ 
tion of the community at any given time. 
Water systems In such communities should 
be treated as "community systems’’ In order 
to provide appropriate protection for the 
year-round resident* In the community. 
Thus, the definition of a “community water 
system" ha* been revised to cover any system 
which serve* at least 15 service connection* 
uied by year-round residents or serves at 
least 25 year-round residents. 

A definition for "non-community system" 
has been added to make it clear that s public 
water system Is categorized as being either 
a community or a non-community system. 

3. "Maximum contaminant ferei*' and 
“ contaminant Over 150 comment* were di¬ 
rected to the definition of “maximum con¬ 
taminant level*' or the definition of “con¬ 
taminant." 

The definition of “contaminant*' contained 
in ft 1413 wa* criticized for ita breath. The 
term as defined includes virtually any con¬ 
stituent in water. Including constituents 
considered to be harmless or even beneficial. 
The definition was taken directly from Sec¬ 
tion 1401(6) of the Act. It Is not Intended 
to suggest that all constituents lu water are 
um callable, but rather Is intended to per¬ 
mit the regulation of any constituent which 
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may be found to be harmful. The definition 
has been retained as proposed. 

The definition of "maximum contaminant 
level*' was criticized for requiring measure¬ 
ment of the level at the "free flowing outlet 
of the ultimate u*er of a public water sys¬ 
tem. This definition carries out the Intent 
of Congress that “drinking water regulations 
are intended to bo met at the consumer's 
tap.” <H Rep No. 93 1185. 93rd Cong., 2nd 
8e*s 13 (1074)). The purpose of the Primary 
Drinking Water Regulations is to assure that 
water used by the public is safe. This can 
be assured only If maximum contaminant 
level* are met at the tap. 

Tho final regulations retain the require¬ 
ment that maximum contaminant levels be 
met at the consumer’s tap. but have been 
amended to meet the point made In many 
comments that a public water system can¬ 
not be held responsible for conUmlnatiou of 
water which Is the fault of the consumer. It 
would be unreasonable to hold a public 
water system in violation of a maximum con¬ 
taminant level If the level Is exceeded at the 
consumer's tap a* a result of the user s at¬ 
tachment of a faulty home treatment device, 
because of cross-connections In the user's 
plumbing system or because the plumbing la 
used to ground electrical systems. The defini¬ 
tion of “maximum contaminant level*’ in 
I 1413<d) therefore provides that •Con¬ 
taminants added to the water under circum¬ 
stances under the control of the user, except 
those resulting from corrosion of piping and 
plumbing caused by water quality, are ex¬ 
cluded from this definition.** This wording 
i* not meant to deter or to detract from the 
malntorance of a cross-connection control 
program by the supplier. 

Tho proposed definition providf* for 
measurement of turbtdtly at the point, of 
entry to the distribution system, rather than 
at the consumer's tap. since measurement of 
turbidity at this point le a more meaningful 
Indicator of the sanitary quality of the water. 

4. "Sanitary survey.** A definition of the 
term “sanitary survey’* has been added a* 
1141.2(f), because sanitary survey* are re¬ 
ferred to at several points In the final regula¬ 
tions. Comment* from many sources, includ¬ 
ing the National Drinking Water Advisory 
Council, urged EPA to emphasize the Im¬ 
portance of sanitary surveys of public water 
systems as a means of assuring that Primary 
Drinking Water Regulations will be met. The 
definition contained In the regulations re¬ 
flect* the broad extent of adequate sanitary 
surveys, including on-site review of the water 
source, facilities, equipment, operation and 
maintenance of a public water system. 

5. Ottier definitions. Other comments were 
received on the definitions of “person** and 
“supplier of water". These drfintllons were 
taken directly from section 1401 of the Act. 
and have been retained to the final regula¬ 
tions. As In the case of some comments on 
the definition of “public water system,*' a 
number of these comments were based on an 
erroneously restricted view of the coverage 
of the Act. As noted above. Congress intended 
that Primary Drinking Water Regulations 
apply to a broad range of facilities with their 
own water systems, not Just to conventional 
water utilities. The owner or operator of a 
restaurant or motel, for example. U a "sup¬ 
plier of water'* If the facility has Its own 
water system and serves the requisite num¬ 
ber of service connections or persons. 

II. Inoxcakic Cuoucals 

1. General Comments Comments on maxi¬ 
mum contaminant levels (‘MCLV’) far In¬ 
organic chemicals (f 141,11) Included ques¬ 
tions on the analytical aspects of the 
MCL's—whether these were total or dissolved 
levels, whether ths analytical methodology 
was adequate for the cited levels, whether an 
allowance had been made for analytical 
variations, and whether the public water sys- 
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tern's laboratory or some other laboratory 
would be performing the anal}****. The Ad¬ 
ministrator ha* verified that all of the nub- 
stance* for which MCL'b have been specified 
can be measured readily by available meth¬ 
odology at the applicable tevels. The ana¬ 
lytical methods cited In these regulations 
provide Information on analytical variability, 
and the check-sample and averaging tech¬ 
niques cited in I 14123 provide additional 
allowance* for human cr mechanical error* 
Two comment* urged that MCL's for in¬ 
organic chemicals be deferred until issuance 
of the report of the National Academy of 
Sciences pursuant to Section 1412(e) of the 
Act. However. It was the intent of Congress 
that the Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Reputation* he promulgated as soon as pos¬ 
sible. so that at least minimal protection to 
water consumers would be available during 
the period that the Academy Is preparing 
that report. 

2. Wafer consumpffort. The MCLt for in¬ 
organic chemicals and other contaminants 
arc booed on an Individual consumption 
rate of two liters of water per day. Fourteen 
comments agreed with the two-liter figure 
or contended that a lower figuro should be 
used. Four comment* urged the adoption of 
a higher consumption figure. An environ¬ 
mental organization submitted data indi¬ 
cating that some segmonts of the population, 
such as foundry werkera and heavy drinkers, 
consume an average of susbiantlally more 
than two liters per day. 

EPA’s assumption of a two liter per day 
water intake rale was based on evidence that 
the average co’-ruraption of adult male* la 
at a rate of I 25-1A Mein per day and that 
the average consumption rate of women 
and children la even lower. Because Congress 
Intended that susceptible groups In the pop¬ 
ulation should be protected to the extant 
feasible, the use of a two-llter figure provides 
protection for the great majority of the popu¬ 
lation which consumes an avenge amount of 
water, or less than an average amount, or 
even as much a* one-third more than the 
average amount To base nil maximum con¬ 
taminant levels on the water consumption 
rate of the rmall percentage of the population 
which drinks much more water each day 
would be unreal 1sttc and enormously expen¬ 
sive. 

This is not to aay that the maximum con¬ 
taminant level* do not protect perrons who 
drink wator at a substantially higher rate 
than normal. A* indicated below, critical 
maximum contaminant levels have substan¬ 
tial safety factors. The safety factors for 
persons drinking unusually Urge quantitles 
of water are not as high as those for the 
majority of the population, but they do pro¬ 
vide a reasonable degree of protection under 
the circumstances 

3. Safety factors. One set of comment* 
questioned the fact that different safety 
factors are contains 1 In various proposed 
maximum contaminant levels. The group 
commenting agreed that a uniform safety 
factor should not be used, but requested a 
more systematic discussion of safety factors 
at least with respect to Inorganic chemicals 

The regulations are, as anticipated by Con¬ 
gress. baited on the 1962 Public Health Serv¬ 
ice Standards, as reviewed in 1973 by the EPA 
Advisory Committee. The standard* were not 
developed by a systematic approach to safety 
factors, at least partly because of amount of 
knowledge about, and the nature of the 
health risk of, the various contaminants cov¬ 
ered a very broad range. The regulations are 
the result of experience, evaluation of the 
available data, and professional review. 

In the Statement of Basis and Purpose for 
these regulations, the safety factor repre¬ 
sented by a number of tho maximum con¬ 
taminant levels for Inorganic chemical* was 
estimated. The purpose of this was to deter- 
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mine whether the estimated safety factor was 
roughly consistent with the type of informa¬ 
tion available and the nature of the health 
risk presented, tt was not intended to re¬ 
write the regulations on the basis of esti¬ 
mated safety factors. 

The National Academy of Sciences has been 
asked to review each of the substances for 
which maximum contaminant levels are be¬ 
ing set* as part of the NAS study for the 
adoption of Revised Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations. Any new Information obtained 
by NAS on the safety factors Involved will 
be carefully analysed by EPA. 

4. Arsenic. Thirteen comments addressed 
the proposed MCL for arsenic (| 141.11(a)). 
Most comments regarding arsenic recom¬ 
mended an MCL of 0.1 mg/1 on the basis that 
no adverse health effects have been demon¬ 
strated from the consumption of water con¬ 
taining ibis amount. 

Tbo Administrator has considered raising 
the arsenic limit to 0.1 mg/1 for the same rea¬ 
son cited In many comments—no adverse 
health effects have been demonstrated from 
consumption of water containing this 
amount or more, at least not In this country. 
However* arsenic has been shown to be a po¬ 
tential carcinogen in some of its forms in 
industrial exposures, and there appears to be 
a correlation between arsenic levels in drink¬ 
ing water and the occurrence of skin canoer 
in other countries. While the role of arsenic 
as a carcinogen or co-carcinogen has not been 
firmly established. It does not seem to be pru¬ 
dent at this time to raise the arsenic limit. 

ft. Barium. Two comments concerned the 
MCI. for barium, and both expressed concern 
over required compliance when the MCL Is 
exceeded as the result of naturally occurring 
barium in ground water. 

Maximum contaminant levels apply equal¬ 
ly to naturally occurring substances and 
those occurring as the result of man-made 
pollution. When barium is found to exist in 
a ground water source, the course of action 
is to attempt Us removal, such as by conven¬ 
tional water treatment processes or ion ex¬ 
change, or to obtain a different water source. 
If such action Is not feasible, the system can 
seek a variance or exemption under the pro¬ 
visions of those and subsequent regulations. 

6. Cadmium. Three comments suggested 
that the cadmium limit should be revised to 
allow more protection for cigarette smokers, 
while 40 comments emphatically denounced 
the concept of having non-smokers bear the 
ffnanclal burden of lowering the cadmium 
limit for the benent of smokers. The Admin¬ 
istrator la aware of the fact that smokers will 
be provided a smaller factor of safety on the 
basis of the cadmium limit, but he agrees 
with the majority that a reduction of the 
limit cannot be Justified. 

7. Chromium . The seven comments on the 
MCL for chromium included suggestions that 
the limit be raised, that it be eliminated, or 
that it be specified as only for bcxavulent 
chromium. 

The limit for chromium is based on the 
known toxicity of the hexavalent form. Since 
thiii form la the one most likely to be found 
in drinking water, and since the specified 
analytical detection method (atomic absorp¬ 
tion spectrophotometry) does not distinguish 
between the valence states, the MCL U 
for total chromium. If part of the chromium 
present is in a lower valence state, the MCL 
provide* an additional margin of safety. 

8. Cyanide. There were only two comments 
on the MCL for cyanide—one staling that the 
MCL wsa too low and one stating that the 
Umlt was baaed on insufficient data. Since 
small amounts of cyanide do not constitute 
a health hazard. and since chlorination fur¬ 
ther reduces the toxicity of cyanide, this sub¬ 
stance is rarely a problem la drinking water, 
and there appears to be no Justification for 
including cyanide In the list of Inorganic 


chemicals for which MCL’s are established in 
the** Regulations. Cyanide has not been 
Identified during routine sampling of drink¬ 
ing water in concentrations greater than V4s 
of the proposed MCL, which itself Is V&w of 
the level at which cyanide has adverse health 
effects on humans. It does not appear that 
there Is Justification • for requiring tens of 
thousands of communities to monitor for 
this substance. Further, cyanide occurs, how¬ 
ever rarely. In drinking water primarily as a 
mult of spills or other accident*, which can 
bo more appropriately controlled by other 
laws or regulations, such as Section 1431 of 
the Act. The Administrator, therefore, has 
decided to withdraw cyanide from the In¬ 
terim Primary Drinking Woter Regulations. 
The States may require monitoring for cy¬ 
anide in appropriate circumstances. 

0. Lead. The one comment on the MCL for 
lead stated that the limit is too low and 
that It Is below or near the detection limit* 
The Administrator has verified that the 
atomic absorption spectropbotometrio meth¬ 
od specified has the necessary sensitivity for 
detection of the metal at the specified con¬ 
centration. 

10. Fluoride. The 04 comment* on the fluo¬ 
ride MCL's covered an extremely broad area. 
Among the comments were suggestions that 
a single MCL of 0.05 mg/1, of l.ftmg/1, of 
IS mg/1, of 2.0 mg/1, of 2.4 mg/1, of 2.5 mg/1, 
or of ft.O mg/l be used in place of those In 
the regulations. There also were suggestions 
that different ranges be used, and that the 
reason for temperature-dependent MCL's be 
given. Some comments requested that fluo¬ 
ride be deleted from the regulations, or at 
least placed In Secondary Drinking Water 
Regulations. Quite a number of comment* 
were directed toward controlled fluoridation 
rather than MCL's for fluoride. Some per¬ 
sons registered their objections to controlled 
fluoridation, while others requested that 
limits for controlled fluoridation be included 
In the regulations There were comments 
that all fluoride should be removed from 
drinking water, and comments that there 
should be no limit on fluoride. There were 
comments that water supplies serving tran¬ 
sients be excluded from the fluoride limits, 
and comments that educational Institutions 
should not be excluded. 

The fluoride question has been complicated 
by the fluoridation controversy. It was clearly 
the intent of Congress that Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulations not be used as the 
vehicle for a national fluoridation program 
(House Report, p. 1ft). At the same time. 
Congress made It clear that there was no 
Intent to prohibit or discourage fluoridation. 
As for changing the MCL's, either raising or 
lowering them, very little data were sub¬ 
mitted to support the recommendations. 

Suggestions that the MCL's be lowered 
were for the most port based on presumed 
toxicity of fluoride or on presumed increased 
exposure to fluoride from sources other than 
water. The evidence available to the Admin¬ 
istrator Indicates that the toxic effect of 
fluoride in drinking water Is limited to mot¬ 
tling of dental enamel and minor changes 
In bone dcnclty. and that these effects occur 
primarily at fluoride concentrations above 
the proposed MCL's. It has been postulated 
that, with the advent of controlled fluorida¬ 
tion* the overall exposure of Individuals to 
fluoride has Increased to the point where the 
addition of more fluoride to drinking water 
Is no longer necessary, or perhaps even to 
the point where lower MCL's In enter ought 
to be established. While It Is true that foods 
prepared In fluoridated water contribute 
fluoride to the diet In addition to that ob¬ 
tained from drtnklng water, it should be 
noted that the fluoride MCI/s are ba-cd al¬ 
most entirely on epidemiological evidence 
obtained from areas where fluoride ts a nat¬ 


ural constituent of the water. It can be 
assumed that In such areas most food was 
prepared In the local water, so the contri¬ 
bution of fluoride from this source was auto¬ 
matically taken Into account. 

This same epidemiological evidence showed 
that there Is a temperature-dependent 
physiological effect of fluoride, both benefi¬ 
cial and detrimental depending on concen¬ 
tration. To Ignore this evidence would seem 
to be moot unwise. The use of a temperature 
scale for fluoride is more appropriate than 
for other chemicals because of the studies 
available on the fluoride-temperature rela¬ 
tionship and because there Is a small margin 
with fluoride between beneficial levels and 
levels with ad verse health effects. 

Suggestions that the MCL’s be raised or 
eliminated were based on the interpretation 
of dental fluorosis as an esthetic condition 
rather than as a health problem or on the 
economic aspects of fluoride removal. The 
Administrator has available to btm a wealth 
of information on the subject of fluoride*, 
plus the advice and counsel of the dental 
experts at the National Institutes of Health. 
DREW. On the basis of this Information 
and counsel, the Administrator believes that 
the MCL's in these regulations are adequate 
for the protection of the health of consumem* 
and that there is Insufficient evidence to 
justify altering the proposed MCL’s. Whilo 
the Administrator believes that the exemp¬ 
tion of educational Institutions from the 
fluoride limits was Justified, revision of the 
regulations to exclude non-community pub¬ 
lic water systems from most Inorganic chem¬ 
ical MCL’s will make the exemption provi¬ 
sion unnecessary. 

11. Mercury. Six comments contained sug¬ 
gestions that the mercury limit be left as 
proposed except that It be applied only to 
methyl mercury; seven comments suggested 
that a Umlt be set for organic mercury only: 
and 28 comments expressed agreement with 
the proposed Umlt—a Umlt based on the 
health hazard of methyl mercury but meas¬ 
ured as total mercury. One comment ex¬ 
pressed dissatisfaction with mercury Umlt5 
in general, on the basis that the mercury 
problem has been grossly exaggerated. 

A specific limit far organic mercury, or 
designating the proposed Umlt as applicable 
only to organic mercury, both present prob¬ 
lems in analysis, and do not provide for 
potential conversion of inorganic mercury to 
the organic form. Since the proposed limit 
for total mercury Is baaed on the -worst 
case*’ concept, that is. presumes that all mer- 
cury present Is In the more toxic, organic 
form. It provides maximum health protec¬ 
tion. Because of the low levels of mercury 
found In drinking water, the economic im¬ 
pact of the proposed limit ta expected to be 
minimal. The Administrator therefor* Is sat¬ 
isfied that the proposed limit for mercury 1* 
generally acceptable. 

12. Nitrate. Most of the 21 comments on the 
nitrate MCL were directed toward naturally 
occurring nitrate and the difficulty in meet¬ 
ing the Umlt. Ax explained in the Statement 
of Basis and Purpose, nitrate can be toxic 
to Infanta. Because of the known adverse 
health effects of nitrate, the Administrator 
believes that nn MCL tor nitrate should be 
set. While it la acknowledged that removal 
of nitrate from drinking water is difficult. In 
many cases the sources of nitrat* can be 
Identified and stepe token to prevent its entry 
into drinking water sources. An example Is 
the nitrate contamination of ground water 
as the result of surface run-off. Such con¬ 
tamination can often be eliminated by proper 
well construction. 

13. Sodium. Several comments suggested 
the possibility of an MCL for sodium and the 
National Drinking Water Advisory Council 
recommended that consideration be given to 
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monitoring for sodium so that the public can 
be Informed of tho sodium content of avail¬ 
able water. These concerns result from the 
fact that many persons In the United States 
Miller from dteeaacs which are influenced by 
dietary sodium Intake. In addition, persons 
may wish to limit their sodium Intake for 
other reasons, However. EPA has not pro¬ 
posed an MCL for sodium, and the Advisory 
Council did not recommend an MCL. because 
the data available do not support any par¬ 
ticular level for sodium In drinking water, 
snd because regulation of sodium by an MCI* 
is a relatively inflexible, very expensive means 
of dealing with a problem which varies great¬ 
ly from person to person 

EPA has requested the National Academy 
of Sciences to Include sodium in its study 
of the health effect* of Inorganic chemicals. 
In the meantime, the Agency recommends 
that the States institute monitoring pro¬ 
grams for sodium, and that physicians and 
consumers be informed of the sodium con¬ 
centration In public water systems so that 
they can take action they may consider ap¬ 
propriate. 

14. Sulfate. Comments also were submitted 
urging the adoption of an MCL for sulfate. 
As in the case of sodium, the National Drink¬ 
ing Water Advisory Council recommended 
monitoring for sulfate levels, but did not 
recommend the adoption of a maximum con¬ 
taminant level. 

The sulfate question Is similar to the 
'odium question In that available data do 
not support the establishment of any given 
level. A relatively high concentration of sul¬ 
fate in drinking water has little or no known 
effect on regular uners of the water, but 
transients using high sulfate water some¬ 
times experience a laxative effect. Whether 
this effect will occur, and its severity, varies 
greatly with such factors as the level of sul¬ 
fate In the water being consumed and the 
level of sulfate to which the transient Is ac¬ 
customed. EPA recommends that States in¬ 
titule monitoring programs for sulfates, and 
that transients be notified If the sulfate con¬ 
tent of tho water la high. Such notification 
rhould Include an assessment of the poealble 
physiological effects of consumption of the 
water. 

The National Academy of Sciences has 
been asked to consider sulfate In Its study. 
An MCL for sulfate will be proposed if it la 
upported by the available data. 

15. Inorganic chemical MCL'9 fee non- 
urnmnnity system*. As proposed, the regu¬ 
lations would hAve made all MOL’S for In¬ 
organic chemicals applicable to non-com¬ 
munity water systems. This approach failed 
to take Into account the fact that the pro¬ 
posed MCL's for Inorganic chemical*, except 
nitrates and cyanide, were based on the po¬ 
tential health effects of full-time, long-term 
rxpoeurs. MCL‘a bwed on full-time long¬ 
term exposure are not necessary to protect 
transients or Intermittent users served by 
non-community systems. Therefore, the final 
regulations provide that MCL's for inorganic 
chemicals other than nitrates are not ap¬ 
plicable to non-community system* Nitrates 
ore applicable to all public water systems be¬ 
cause they can have an adverse health effect 
on susceptible infants in a short period of 
Ume after exposure. (As discussed above, the 
other proposed Inorganic chemical MCL 
based on short-term effects—cyanide—has 
been deleted.) 

16. Monitoring requirements. Section 141.- 
23. dealing with Inorganic chemical monitor¬ 
ing requirements, received more comments 
than any other section of the proposed regu¬ 
lations. Altogether, there were over 300 dis¬ 
crete comments on Inorganic chemical moni¬ 
toring. with the largest segment of the com¬ 
ments being directed toward 1141.23 (b), 
the provision for Increased monitoring when 


73% of the maximum contaminant level is 
attained. 

The comments on 1141.23(a) dealt mostly 
with the time Interval allowed for compiling 
a historical record of water quality. Most 
comments contained the opinion that more 
time should be allowed for the "phasing in" 
of. particularly, the non-community water 
systems. On the other hand, there were com¬ 
ments to the effect that too much Ume had 
been allowed. There were a number of re¬ 
quests that non-community systems be ex¬ 
empted from the inorganic chemical moni¬ 
toring requirements, on the basis that maxi¬ 
mum contaminant levels are based on life¬ 
time chronic health effects, and that users 
of non-community water systems are not ex¬ 
posed for a lifetime. There also were com¬ 
ments requesting that no tfistlncUon be 
made between different types of water sys¬ 
tems. such as surface and ground. As noted 
above, because MCL’s for inorganic chemi¬ 
cals have, in most cases, been based on 
chronic health effects for Ilf ©Ume exposures, 
they will not be applted to non-community 
systems. Therefore. I 141.23 has been re¬ 
written to Indicate that, except for nitrates, 
inorganic chemicals monitoring wilt be re¬ 
quired only for community water systems. 

Virtually every comment on f 141413(b) 
expressed criticism of tho concept of In¬ 
creased monitoring when a contaminant 
level reaches 76% of the maximum allowed. 
Reasons given were that such monitoring Im¬ 
poses "a safety factor on top of a safety 
factor." that the State should determine 
when increased monitoring frequency Is de¬ 
sirable. that analysis for some constituents 
would be Impossible because of the limits of 
detection, that analytical costs would be 
prohibitive, that ground water contaminant 
levels are not variable, and that tho propoeed 
monitoring frequency was too demanding. 
Some com mentors suggested that less fre¬ 
quent monitoring be allowed when a con¬ 
taminant level was below 50% of the MCL. 

Section 141423(b) was written with the In¬ 
tent that, when a contaminant levol reached 
76% of the MCL. monitoring frequency 
would be increased so that the supplier of 
water would have an adequate warning of 
possible or Impending vlolauon of the MCL. 
By thus being forewarned, the supplier of 
water could take corrective measures before 
violation occurred. In light of the comments 
received. It has been concluded that although 
such sampling may be a matter of good op¬ 
erating practice. It Is not appropriate for 
Inclusion In a primary drinking water regu¬ 
lation for the reasons stated In the com¬ 
ments. Therefore, the Administrator has 
decided to withdraw | 141.23(b). However, 
the Administrator believes it would be pru¬ 
dent for the operator of a community water 
system to increase monitoring frequency for 
a contaminant which appears to be approach¬ 
ing the MCL. and for the States to direct 
such Increased monitoring when appropriate. 

Comments on | 141.23 (c) were largely di¬ 
rected toward the requirement that sampling 
and analysis be repeated within 24 hours 
after determination that an MCL has been 
exceeded. It was frit that this did not allow 
enough time, and in fact tbero was some 
misunderstanding as to whether It was In¬ 
tended that only the resampling be com¬ 
pleted within 24 hours or that both resam¬ 
pling and reanalysls be completed in this 
time frame. Section 141 23(c) has been re¬ 
written to indicate that when a sample result 
does not comply with the MCL, the supplier 
of water shall initiate three additional sam¬ 
ples within one month. 8lneo compliance 
will be judged on the average of these tour 
samples initiated over a one-month period, 
the requirement that the first check sample 
bo either completed or Initiated within 24 
hours Is not justified. 


Section 141.23(d) elicited a number of 
comment* in regard to the definition of a 
"moving average." and there were general 
objections to the public notification provi¬ 
sion. The opinion* expressed were that the 
public should be notified only If the viola¬ 
tion of an MCL Involved an Imminent hazard 
to health, or that emphasis should be placed 
on correcting a problem rather than Increas¬ 
ing the monitoring frequency and notifying 
tho public. The rewording of section 
141413(c) to provide for a one-month aver¬ 
age has eliminated the need for paragraph 
(d). The one-month average provides a leas 
complicated, more efficient means of deter¬ 
mining compliance. 

In regard to public notification of non- 
compliance with an MCL. Section 1414(c) 
of the Act requires that notice of such non- 
compliance be conveyed to the public. The 
nature of the corrective measures to be taken 
are determined by the supplier of water and 
the State. The comments on I 14123(e). 
the special provisions for nitrate, were di¬ 
rected toward the 24-hour re-analysis re¬ 
quirement and the concept of the special 
provision Itself. MoM comment* contained 
the opinion that no re-analysis could be 
performed In tho Ume allotted, and others 
questioned the basis for singling out nitrate 
for special consideration. Nitrate was singled 
out for special consideration among the In¬ 
organic chemical* because of the acute tox¬ 
icity of nitrate to Infanta The resampling 
requirement has been rewritten for Improved 
clarity. 

The comments on | 141.23(f) doalt entirely 
with the suggestion that alternative analyti¬ 
cal methods be allowed. As noted above, al¬ 
ternative analytical tcchiquc* may be per¬ 
mitted by the State If the substitute method 
Is substantially equivalent to the techniques 
prescribed In this regulation, In both pre¬ 
cision and accuracy, as It relates to the deter¬ 
mination of compliance with any maximum 
contaminant level. 

I1L OaoAHtr Chcmicals 

1. CCS Section 141.12, maximum contami¬ 
nant levels for organic chemicals, received 
over 80 comments. Most of these comments 
criticized the carbon chloroform extract 
(CCS) method for estimation of organic 
chemical contamination. Criticisms of the 
CCE requirement were based on cost, lack of 
correlation with health effect*, inadequacy as 
a measure of total organic chemical content. 
Inapplicability to ground water, and lock 
of supporting data. Some comments sug¬ 
gested an altcrnaUve surrogate for organic 
chemical coutamlnaUon. Including total 
organic carbon and chemical oxygen demand. 
Other comments concerning CCE were that it 
be considered for Inclusion In the Secondary 
Drinking Water Regulation*, that there be 
provision for raising the MCL when the 
organics content of water la shown to be 
harmless, and that a treatment technique 
be substituted for the MCI* Over twenty 
comments requested that the CCE procedure 
be dropped altogether. Three comments re¬ 
quested that the limit be lowered. 

The general problem of organic chemical* 
In drinking water U accorded top priority by 
EPA. Concern over organic chemicals was one 
of the principal reasons for passage of the 
Safe Drinking Water Act. Surveys conducted 
by EPA in recent months Indicate that man¬ 
made organic chemicals are present hi small 
amounts in water supplies in many parts of 
the country. The Agency Is committed to 
using tho regulatory tools provided by the 
Act to deal with the potential adverse health 
effect* of organic chemicals in drinking water. 

The proposed use of a CCS maximum con¬ 
taminant level was an attempt to deal with 
gross organic pollution as soon as poealble 
pending the results of further research, sur- 
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vevt and the NAS study. CCE was Initially 
used as a means of taste and odor control. 
As concern over adverse health effects of 
organic chemicals grew. CCK was turned to 
as a rough surrogate for organic* to be used 
as a health-baaed standard rather than as an 
esthetic standard. Unfortunately, as more is 
learned about organio chemical pollution of 
drinking water, CCE looks less and less effec¬ 
tive as a surrogate for harmful organic*. 

The principal difficulty with CCE Is that 
it includes only about one-tenth of the total 
organio content of the volume of water 
sampled and It does not measure organic 
compounds of greatest concern, such as the 
volatile halomcthancs. Thus, a high CCE test 
result does not necessarily mean that the 
water tested may pose a hazard to health, 
and a low CCE test mult may be obtained 
from water with a high level of potentially 
harmful organic compounds. In short, there 
Is no sound basis of correlation between CCK 
test results and the level of harmful organic 
chemicals In the water tested. 

To establish a maximum contaminant level 
under these circumstances would almost cer¬ 
tainly do more harm than good. It could glvo 
a false sense of security to persons served 
by systems which are within the established 
level and a false sense of alarm to persons 
served by systems which exceed, the level. 
It also would divert resources and attention 
from efforts to ftud more effective ways of 
dealing with the organic chemical problem. 

Total organic carbon (TOC) and chemical 
oxygen demand (COD) are surrogates that 
have been considered, but they have limita¬ 
tions also. TOC has the advantage of being 
quicker and cheaper (on a per sample basis) 
than CCE, but the availability of sensitive 
Instruments for this measurement Is ques¬ 
tionable. More Investigation of the signifi¬ 
cance of any TOC number as a health effects 
limit, la also needed. COD Is easily deter¬ 
mined with readily available laboratory 
equipment, but COD Is not limited to organic 
compounds, and besides a COD number also 
cannot be adequately related to health sig¬ 
nificance at this time. 

EPA is diverting substantial resources to 
research Into the health effects of specific 
organic chemicals and groups of organic 
chemicals Also. It is expected that the study 
of the National Academy of Science* will 
produce further data on health effects How¬ 
ever, In view of the significance of the poten¬ 
tial health problem, it Is not enough to wait 
for thin additional health effects data. EPA 
therefore will undertake to Identify one or 
more surrogate tests for organic chemicals or 
organic chemical groups, and will also study 
In depth the presence of specific organic 
chemicals In drinking water supplies. It Is 
anticipated that this effort will result In 
the development of an additional MCL or 
MCL‘s for organic chemicals by amendment 
of the Interim Primary Drinking Water Reg¬ 
ulations without having to wait for a more 
comDlete resolution of the organic chemicals 
question In the Revised Regulations. 

Accordingly. EPA Is adopting regulations 
on organic chemical monitoring, unlng ihe 
authority of Sections 1445 and 1450 of the 
Act. The regulations require that over 100 
selected public water systems serving sub¬ 
stantial populations collect samples of raw 
and treated water for submission to EPA for 
organic* analysis. EPA will analyze the sam¬ 
ple* for a number of general organic parame¬ 
ters, Including CCE. TOC (volatile and non¬ 
volatile), NVOC. Total Organic Chlorine 
(TOCl). ultraviolet absorbancy, and fluores¬ 
cence. In addition, the water will be analyzed 
for 21 specific organic compounds. These 
laboratory analyses will be used to evaluate 
the extent and nature of organic chemical 
contamination of drinking water, to evaluate 
the validity of the general organic parameters 
as surrogate* for measures of harmful organic 
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chemicals, and to determine whether there 
1* an adequate basis for establishing maxi¬ 
mum eontomlant levels for specific organics 
or groups of organics. 

In addition, EPA is embarking on an in¬ 
tensive research program to find more defini¬ 
tive answers to the following four questions: 

1. What are the effect* of commonly 
occurring organic compounds on human 
health? 

2. What analytical procedures should be 
used to monitor finished drinking water to 
assure that any primary drinking water reg¬ 
ulations dealing with organic* are met? 

3. Because some of these organic com¬ 
pounds are formed during water treatment, 
what changes in treatment practice* are re¬ 
quired to minimize the formation of the 
compounds in treated water? 

4. What treatment technology must be ap¬ 
plied to reduce contaminant levels to the 
concentrations that may be specified in the 
regulations? 

This research will Involve health-effect* 
and epidemiological studies, investigations of 
analytical methodology, and pilot plant and 
field studies of organic removal unit proc¬ 
esses. Borne phases of the research are to be 
completed by this fail, while much of the 
remainder Is to be completed within the next 
calendar year. 

As aeon as sufficient Information is derived 
from the monitoring program and related 
research, primary drinking water regulations 
will be amended so that the organic chemi¬ 
cals problem can be dealt with without 
delay. The monitoring program will be com¬ 
pleted within one year. 

During the Interim period while satisfac¬ 
tory MCL’s for organic contamination in 
drinking water are being developed. EPA will 
act in specific cose* where appropriate to 
deal wllth organic contamination. If the EPA 
monitoring program reveals serious specific 
cases of contamination. EPA will work with 
State and local authorities to Identify the 
source and nature of the problem and to take 
remedial action. EPA will also aid the States 
in Identifying additional community water 
supplies that require analysis. 

2. Pesticide*. Proposed I 141.13 contained 
MCL's for several organic pesticides. Most of 
the comment* on f 141.13 (out of a total of 
130) requested that the MCL’* for pesticides 
either be raised or deleted entirely. There 
were two request* for inclusion of limits for 
2.4.5-T. one request for an organophosphate 
insecticide limit, one for a limit on dioxin, 
and requests for limits for aldrin, dleldrin. 
DDT and chlorine (ale.) Other commeuUsug¬ 
gested that pesticide limits toe restricted to 
emergencies or spills, or at least only to sur¬ 
face water during periods of pesticide use. 
There were also requests for research on 
carcinogenic risk and bioomplificatlon. 

These proposed pesticides levels were care¬ 
fully considered by the Advisory Committee 
and have been reviewed In light of available 
data on the health effect* of these pesticides 
and their incidence In drinking water sup¬ 
plies. The levels established are adequately 
supported by the authorities cited In the 
Statement of Basis and Purpose. 

A limit for 2.4,5-T was tentatively proposed 
by the Advisory Committee but was deleted 
from the Committee s final report in 1073 on 
the grounds that EPA'a ban on the use of 
2,4A-T for aquatic uses made a drinking 
water limit unnecessary. That ban has now 
been In effect for about five years, and It la 
highly unlikely that this herbicide exist* in 
drinking water except perhaps In extremely 
rare cases in trace amounts. EPA Is now in¬ 
vestigating report* of 2,4,5-T in some water¬ 
ways In Northern Louisiana, and will recon- 
alder the desirability of on MCL for 2,4,5-T If 
new data Indicate that the pesticide U ap¬ 
pearing in drinking water supplies at a sig¬ 
nificant rate. Dioxin Is a minor contaminant 


of 2,4,5-T. and the same basic consider at ion* 
apply to it. 

The desirability of an MCL for organopho 
phorus Insecticides, which was recommended 
in 1073 by the Advisory Committee, was care¬ 
fully considered by EPA. It was decided not 
to adopt such a level, because although the - 
pesticides would pose a serious health risk i! 
they were present at the consumer’s tap. th* 
fact la that there Is no evidence that such 
pesticide* reach the consumer's tap. This w*' 
dUcumed in the preamble to the proposed 
primary* drinking water standards, at 40 PR 
11902. As noted there, these pesticides reach 
water sources usually cnly by accident or in¬ 
directly, and their tendency to degrade rap¬ 
idly apparently haa prevented problems Which 
might occur when they do reach drink in 
water sources. The principal threat from 
these pesticides is from accidental spills in 
water sources. The appropriate way to deal 
with such spills is by emergency action when 
they occur, not by periodic monitoring which 
would not catch the problem In time. 

With reaped to aldrin, dleldrin and DDT 
EPA's national survey of the presence of 
these pesticide* tn drinking water supplle 
ho* not been completed. If the result* of 
that survey indicate that those pesticide* arr 
present in a aigntftcant number of water 
supplies, an appropriate amendment of the 
Interim Prtmary Drinking Water Regulation* 
will be proposed. 

The proposed MCL'* for chlordane, hepi^- 
chlor. and heptachlor epoxide have been dr- 
letod because EPA 1* currently Involved in 
suspension and cancellation hearing* fox 
these pesticides. MCL** will be reconsiders 
at a later date. 

Current research on pesticides. Indudin 
both surveys of their incidence In water sup¬ 
plies and their health effects, will be con¬ 
tinued and expanded. 

3. Monitoring Requirement ». There wer. 
over 250 comments on f 141.24, dealing with 
monitoring for compliance with the MCL - 
for CCE and pestle Idea However, most of 
these comment* were more related to thr 
merit* of the MCL's than to the monitoring 
requirement*. The CCE limit ha* been dis¬ 
cussed above, and that discussion will not be 
repeated her*. 

A number of comments oo I 14124 sug¬ 
gested that monitoring requirement* for 
pesticide* be eliminated, or at least that tlx* 
responsibility for such monitoring be as¬ 
sumed by EPA or the States rather than by 
public water system. Concern was expressed 
over the cost of monitoring for pesticide- 
and the absence of pesticides in public water 
systems in some areas. 

EPA agrees that regular monitoring for 
pesticide* 1* not needed for all public walei 
system* ualng only ground water source^ 
Pestle Ides are rarely found In significant 
levels In ground water. Accordingly, the pro¬ 
posed 1141.24 has been amended to provide 
that for n system using only ground water 
monitoring shall be required only when speci¬ 
fied by the entity with primary enforcement 
responsibility. This W’tll more reasonably 
limit monitoring for pesticides In system 
using only ground water to those instance* 
when the 8tate or EPA has reason to suspect 
the possibility of contamination. 

In the case of stirface waters, the greater 
incidence of these pesticide* requires moni¬ 
toring across-the-board. Por all community 
water systems using surface water source* 
for all or port of their water, monitoring for 
pesticides will be required within ouc year 
of the effective date of thfe regulation*. Thl. c 
monitoring ahall be repeated at interval. 6 
specified by the State and in no event ler - 
frequently than at three year intervals. 

Section 1424 has also been amended to re¬ 
quire that sample* to be analysed for pesti¬ 
cide* must be collected during a period of 
the year designated by the entity with prl- 
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mary enforcement responsibility as Uie period 
v. ben contamination by pesticides is most 
Ukely to occur. This takes Into account tbs 
fact that the level of pesticides in surface 
waters varies on a seasonal basis In relation 
to agricultural uses of the pesticides. This 
n mendicant will make monitoring for pesti¬ 
cides In drinking water more effective. 

Several comments critic faced proposed 
| 141 -24(b). which would have required In¬ 
creased monitoring when the contaminant 
level reaches 75% of the MCL. This Is basic¬ 
ally the same question addressed above with 
respect to monitoring requirements for In¬ 
organic chemicals. For the same reasons, the 
75% increased monitoring requirement for 
pcfitlctdea has been eliminated. 

Other comments requested that EFA al¬ 
low alternative analytical procedures A new 
| 141.27 has been added to provide that a 
•uppller of water may. with Stale approval, 
employ an alternative analytical technique. 

There appears to have been some misun¬ 
derstanding regarding the role of the public 
water system laboratory rtmis State or other 
laboratories in performing analyses for the 
purpose of determining compliance with 
these regulations, and In particular the 
MCL** for pesticides. Although It Is intended 
that the individual suppliers of water be re¬ 
sponsible for the analyses. It was not In¬ 
tended that each supplier of water neces¬ 
sarily posmos the analytical capability to 
perform the analyses himself. It Is reasonable 
to expect each supplier of water without Its 
own laboratory facilities will collect and 
transmit water samples to approved labora¬ 
tories- 

It should be noted that with respect to 
organic chemicals and other contaminants, 
all MCL'* and monitoring requirements in 
these regulations are minimum requirements, 
and It Is Incumbent on the entity having 
primary enforcement authority to require 
additional monitoring and other require¬ 
ments where appropriate. 

IV. Ttraaiorrr 

l. Turbidity JtfCL’s. About half of tbs more 
than 100 comments on the MCL for tur¬ 
bidity (I 141.14) contained a request that 
turbidity be deleted from the Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulation* or be relegated to the 
Secondary Drinking Water Regulations. 
There were also requests that the MQL bo 
raised, that there be a limit of 5 turbidity 
units ctTP) and a "goal** of l TU. and that 
the MCL be lowered. Other comments refer¬ 
red to turbidity In sub-arctic waters, the 
use of a two-level MCL for turbidity, and 
the apparent encouragement of chlorination. 

The Administrator has determined that 
turbidity Is tndeed appropriately classified 
as a health limit. In that turbidity has a 
marked effect on the bacteriological quality 
of water, whether or not disinfection la prac¬ 
ticed. 

As noted above, many comments ques¬ 
tioned the need for a turbidity limit applic¬ 
able to systems using only s ground water 
source. In this regard the Administrator be¬ 
lieves that In roost cases, turbidity Is not a 
problem In properly developed wells. In some 
cases, excess sand Is included In the water 
pumped but this la not a health related prob¬ 
lem. In other coses dissolved Iron present 
precipitates upon oxidation. This also Is not 
s health related problem. In some fractured 
geologic formations and particularly In lime¬ 
stone formations, turbkilty could be a peri¬ 
odic problem because of a short retention 
limes In the aquifer In these cases the State 
Is encouraged to take appropriate action 
in establishing a limit or treatment require¬ 
ment. 

Some comments questioned the proposal to 
allow an MCL of 5 TU rather than 1 TU In 
casea where the entity with primary enforce- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

meat responsibility specifically authorised 
the higher MCL. The Administrator believes 
this la Justified on the bevts that not all 
turbidity Is related to bacteriological quality. 
Examples of Instance* where the higher tur¬ 
bidity may be allowed are when Iron or other 
minerals, or minute lcc crystals In other wise 
satisfactory water, are the cause of Iho tur¬ 
bidity. Proving that a particular type of tur¬ 
bidity docs not Interfere with disinfection 
or does not Interfere with microbiological 
determinations Is not always easy. One of the 
beat methods Tot proving the former Is an ac¬ 
cumulation of data showing good bacterio¬ 
logical quality In the distribution system 
over an extended period of time, even with 
turbidity over 1 TU. A microbiologist can. by 
various manipulative techniques. tell 
whether or not turbidity is interfering with 
the collform test. No doubt a Slate may em¬ 
ploy other means for determining when a 
public water system has qualified for tho 
higher turbidity limit. 

The prdpr aed regulations me Mired the 
turbidity MCL only on the basts of a monthly 
average. The National Drinking Water Ad¬ 
visory Council recommended that a supple¬ 
mentary MCL be established to protect 
against the appearance of n particularly high 
turbidity level over a short period of time. 
In accordance with the Council's recommen-* 
dalton. t 141.13 has been amended to estab¬ 
lish an MCL of 5 TU as an average of two 
consecutive doily samples. KPA agrees with 
the Council that turbidity levels shove 5 TU 
esnnot be justified in surface waters for more 
than a one-day period. 

That there is sn implied endorsement of 
chlorination In the^e regulations cannot be 
denied. The Administrator, recognising chlo¬ 
rination as being the only generally available 
disinfectant in water treatment, has on sev¬ 
eral occasions specifically endorsed chlorina¬ 
tion as a valuable public health measure. 
Pending further research, the possible long¬ 
term adverse effects of chlorinatlun are In 
most cases offset by the effectiveness of chlo¬ 
rination for preventing bacteriological con¬ 
tamination. 

2. Turbidity Monitoring. There were over 
130 comments on the turbidity monitoring 
requirements (• 141-224. Most of the com¬ 
ments were directed toward the requirements 
as they appUed to water supplies u?lng water 
from underground sources. It was agreed that 
turbidity in ground water need not be moni¬ 
tored. and In fact there were a number of 
comments suggesting that turbidity monitor¬ 
ing be deleted altogether. There were com¬ 
ments that the sampling was too frequent, 
and comments that in tome circumstance* 
the sampling was too Infrequent. The ques¬ 
tion of coat was brought up In connection 
with sampling frequency. There sivo were re¬ 
quests for clarification of the entire section, 
with particular emphasis on defining an "en¬ 
try point" to a distribution system. 

It was the Intent of the Administrator that 
public non-community water systems using 
ground water be exempted from the turbidity 
monitoring provision*. Unfortunately, how¬ 
ever. the omission of commas In I 14123(c) 
made It appear that only community systems 
using ground water were required to moni¬ 
tor for turbidity. The section hua been writ¬ 
ten so that the turbidity monitoring require¬ 
ments apply only to water systems using sur¬ 
face water sources. Also, for non-community 
systems using surface water, the regulations 
have been modified to require that the tur¬ 
bidity monitoring must be initialed within 
2 years of the effective date. 

The measurement of turbidity at the entry 
point to the distribution system, rather than 
at the consumer's tap. can be justified on at 
least two bases. Pint, since turbidity can be 
controlled only by water treatment processes. 
It la moot appropriately measured immedi- 
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atcly after the water has been treated, and 
before the measurement Lv affected by scale, 
sediment or other materials present in pipe¬ 
lines. Second, since one of the principal 
purposes for limiting turbidity la the fact 
that turbidity interferes with disinfection, 
and since disinfection Is effected at the treat¬ 
ment plant, turbidity at the consumer** Uvp 
is not an adequate reflection of condition! 
where disinfection is taking place. 

Comments suggesting an increased sam¬ 
pling frequency for turbidity in effect were 
suggesting operational monitoring desirable 
in specific cases rather than a frequency 
which la practical when generally applied 
to thousands of public water systems. It 
should be reiterated that these regulation* 
contain only minimum requirements, and 
that more frequent monitoring con be re¬ 
quired by EPA or the States In appprorlate 
cases. Furthermore, there is nothing in these 
regulations to deter a supplier of water from 
m re frequent turbidity monitoring as an 
operational guide. 

Other comments on turbidity monitoring 
stated that the proposed requirements were 
too expensive. However, the cost and effort 
involved in measuring turbidity are not ex¬ 
cessive. This la one parameter which can be. 
and In fact must bo. measured by the individ¬ 
ual supplier* of wstcr. Almost anyone can 
learn to take turbkilty measurement*, and 
only a few seconds are required for each 
measurement. The only cost Is In the pur¬ 
chase of a turbidimeter, which lasu for many 
years. 

In order to take Into account the fact that 
turbidity measurements In moet cases will 
not be token by trained laboratory tech¬ 
nicians and that erroneous high readings 
can be obtained by careless handling of the 
test, f 14132(b) has been amended to pro¬ 
vide that If the initial dally sample appears 
to exceed the maximum allowable limit but 
a repeat sample shows a lower turbidity, the 
results of the repeat sample shall be used 
rather than the results of the Initial sample. 

Because turbidity i* clooely interrelated 
with filtration and disinfection, sampling 
la to be done at "a representative entry 
point (a) to the water distribution syntem/* 
Tliii means at a point between the filter* 
and the main*. A clear well would be appro¬ 
priate. as would be a point between a pump 
discharge and the mains if there are no fil¬ 
ters. In the event that there are several 
“entry points/' such as would be the case 
when there are several well pumps, a sam¬ 
pling point common to all pump dis¬ 
charges would obviate the necessity to sample 
at each pump discharge. If there is a ques¬ 
tion oa to whether or not a particular sam¬ 
pling point were **reprcecnUUve* of live 
water being delivered to the distribution 
system, iho-State would make the decision. 
Alternative analytical procedures, such a* 
continuous turbidity monitors, may be used 
at the discretion of the State. 

V. MiraomorocicAL Lome 

I. Conform Limits and Stmndard PUi* 
Count. There were almost 140 comments on 
I 141.15. Maximum Microbiological Contami¬ 
nant Levels, of which about half were 
directed toward 1141.15(b). the standard 
plant count f'SPC"). Moat of the com¬ 
ments on | 141.15(a). conform limn*, were 
general in nature, covering such points as 
clarification of the language, use of alterna¬ 
tive Indicator organisms, raising or lower¬ 
ing the limits, averaging of muita, and the 
assignment of responsibility for performing 
the tests. Nearly all the comments on the 
8PC expressed opposition to the imposition 
of a maximum contaminant level Opposition 
was baaed on the lack of health significance 
of the SPC and the unfavorable cost-benefit 
ratio. 
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Section 141.15 (a) has been rewritten for 
clarification. The Administrator believes the 
conform group of organism* are the best in¬ 
dicator* of bacteriological quality of drink¬ 
ing water, although of courae research into 
possible alternative indicator* is ongoing. 
The Administrator also believe* the maxi¬ 
mum contaminant level* for conform or- 
»an urns are adequate to protect the health 
of consumers. Other limits for bacteriologi¬ 
cal quality, such m those In the World 
Health Organization Drinking Water Stand¬ 
ards. may appear to be more stringent and 
thu* more protective of health, bm It must 
be remembered that WHO Standard* are 
merely guidelines, not enforceable regula¬ 
tions. It should also be remembered that the 
currently proposed regulation* contain mini¬ 
mum standard* of quality* and that lower 
levels of contaminant* should he attained 
when feasible. Because of the effect a single 
sample may have on a monthly average, par¬ 
ticularly when only a few samples are ex¬ 
amined per month, quarterly averaging win 
be allowed for those public water systems 
serving population* of 3SCO or lea*. 

Although the Administrator has evidence 
that the Standard Plate Count docs have 
health significance, and In addition U a valid 
indicator of bacteriological quality of drink¬ 
ing water, the Administrator haa deleted 
V 141.16(b). Because the ©ollform limit pro¬ 
vide* adequate protection against microbio¬ 
logical contamination, the cost of an 8PC 
requirement cannot be Justified. However 
the Administrator recommends that the 8PC 
measurement be applied Judiciously wher¬ 
ever Indicated, if only a* an operational tool. 
In conjunction with the conform test. 

2 . Chlorine fferiduaf SabsHfuffon. There 
were over 170 comments on 1141.10, the 
chlorine residual substitution provision. The 
comment* represented overwhelming oppo¬ 
sition to total substitution with concomitant 
suspension of the collform teat. There were 
also comments on the analytical procedure, 
free chlorine residual versus combined resid¬ 
ual. and particular opposition to the con¬ 
cept of allowing substitution in the smaller 
commitul(ten In the latter case, it was stated 
that a small community would not have a 
water system operator of sufficient skill or 
dedication to monitor chlorine residuals ac¬ 
curately or faithfully. There were several 
question* regarding the different chlorine 
residuals specified in || 141.10(a) and 141.10 
(b). Some believed the residual should bo 
raided, while other* believed the lower resid¬ 
uals should be permitted. 

The chlorine residual substitution provi¬ 
sion waa Inserted so that In those com¬ 
munities where chlorination is practiced, 
same economic benefit* might be realized by 
the deletion of part of the collform testing 
requirements without affecting the health 
protection provided. In the smallest com¬ 
munities, total substitution of chlorine re¬ 
sidual testing would result in a significant 
economic benefit, since It U In these com¬ 
munities that the maintenance of adequate 
water duality has the highest per capita 
cost. The Administrator believed that the 
maintenance of an adequate chlorine resid¬ 
ual In a distribution system throughout a 
month was at least equivalent. In health 
safety terms, to Isolated collform tent*. In 
the event that total substitution had been 
allowed by the State, the slightly higher 
chlorine residual provided a greater factor of 
safety. 

It 1* true that a chlorine residual alone 
does not guarantee the absence of pathogenic 
bacteria. It is also true that a negative coll¬ 
form test does not always guarantee the ab¬ 
sence of pathogenic bacteria. However, the 
Administrator concedes that, because of 
questionable reliance on unskilled operator* 
in the smallest communities. It would not be 
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prudent to permit 100r* substitution of chlo¬ 
rine residual testing for collform test* in 
those cases. For this reason, proposed f 141.- 
101 b) ha* been deleted. However. 78«* substi¬ 
tution will be permitted where specifically 
authorised by the entity with primary en¬ 
forcement authority. 

The analytical method specified for chlo¬ 
rine residual testing led to some misunder¬ 
standing. The DPD method, as described In 
"Standard Method* of Examination of Water 
and Wastewater." appears to be an Involved 
and sophisticated procedure. It wa* specified 
primarily on the bud* of accuracy and *ena¬ 
tivity. particularly when compared with the 
o-tolidlne procedure In common use. The 
latter has been shown to bo Inaccurate and 
unreliable, but remain* popular because of 
It- simplicity and the ready availability of 
field test kite. What U not known, apparently. 
U that the DPD teat ta almost as simple and 
L* also available In reasonably priced field 
test kite. 

Chlorine substitution has been specified, 
rather than "disinfection substitution." sim¬ 
ply because there 1* no other disinfection 
procedure or comparable safety and reliabil¬ 
ity. lodlnation ha* been suggested, but lodlno 
present* a health risk to some persons. 

3. Microbiological Monitoring. There were 
over 250 comment* on I 141.21. microbiologi¬ 
cal contaminant monitoring requirement*, of 
which over 70 comment* were directed toward 
fl 14121(g), the standard plate count moni¬ 
toring requirement Although both Increased 
and decreased sampling frequencies for 
collform* were requested, by fiur the greater 
number of comment* expressed the opinion 
that the requirements of this section were 
unreasonably burdensome, particularly for 
the amaller communities and non-commu¬ 
nity public water system*. There were also 
numerous request* for clarification or modi¬ 
fication of the collform monitoring require¬ 
ment*. such a* request* to modify the time 
for resampling, request* to permit exclusion 
of sampling point* which have been shown 
to be contaminated, and request* to permit 
discarding positive bacteriological sampling 
result* for which the check sample results 
are negative. In regard to f 141.21(g), the 
standard plate count monitoring require¬ 
ment. moat comment* reflected the objec¬ 
tions to the parameter iuelf rather than ob¬ 
jection* to the frequency of monitoring. 

Considerable attention has been given to 
the sanitary surveys and monitoring fre¬ 
quency for conforms, particularly In the case 
of small community systems or non-commu¬ 
nity systems..The concept of a sanitary sur¬ 
vey, expressed In a number or comments, 
can be considered as a factor In determining 
the sampling frequency for a particular sys¬ 
tem. The practicality of sanitary surveys, at 
annual or even lea* frequent Interval*, versus 
the collection and analysis of two water 
samples per month, must be carefully con¬ 
sidered on both economic and manpower re¬ 
quirement* It ha* been estimated that there 
are 200,00 non-community water systems In 
this country, but from the information sup¬ 
plied in the comments received It Is evident 
that this number may be too conservative. 
An adequate sanitary survey of each of these 
systems in one year would create a severe 
strain on the skilled manpower necessary. 

The consensus of optnlon from the State* 
Is that. In the event a nanltary survey be¬ 
comes acceptable for establishing collform 
sampling frequency for any segment of pub¬ 
lic water system*, a priority scheduling of 
surveys will be established, with populations 
at risk and known trouble spot* being factors 
to consider. With such priorities, it Is evi¬ 
dent that the non-community systems, serv¬ 
ing small population group* and delivering 
water on which there ta no post record, will 
be last to receive attention. For this reason. 


among others, the paragraph on collfarn. 
monitoring. | 141.21(a). hs* been re- written 
to establish a minimum sampling frequent 
of one per calendar quarter for non-commu¬ 
nity system*. A sanitary survey can be used 
a* a basis for modifying the sampling fre¬ 
quency. For the smaller community public 
water system*, a new population range hai 
been delineated, with an accompanying re¬ 
duction In collform sampling frequency. In 
this range (25-1,000 persona served) on* 
sample per month U the minimum, although 
the State may, based on a sanitary survey 
verifying certain conditions, reduce the sam¬ 
pling frequency, except that In no case shAii 
It be reduced to less than one per quarter 
In addition, the paragraph has been re-writ¬ 
ten to clarify the Intent and to spell out 
more precisely the mean* by which oomph 
an re or non-compliance is determined. 

An effort has also been made to clorifv 
the samples that should be Included ami 
excluded among those used to calculate com¬ 
pliance. In this regard, a paragraph has been 
added on "special purpose samples", to define 
those used to check such operation* as pipe 
disinfection procedures. 

For non-community systems, in order to 
ease the laboratory work load, and provid- 
a phased approach, the bacteriological mon¬ 
itoring requirement must be implemented 
within 2 years after the effective date of 
the regulations. This provides a 2 year period 
for the suppliers. 8tate agencies, and labor u 
torlea to prepare for the greatly Increase ! 
number of samples to be analyzed. 

In response to the request to permit the 
elimination from future sampling of thew 
point* that have a history of questionable 
water quality, the wording hs* been modi 
fled to state that any sampling point *t 
which check sample* have been required 
may not be eliminated from future aamplln. 
without approval of the State. 

Concern ha* been expressed that In some 
cases, because of either a sampling or a 
laboratory error, a microbiological analyst- 
could result in an erroneously large coutu 
The regulations require that this result be 
included among those samples used in cal¬ 
culating the average monthly collform bac¬ 
teria density, even though the subsequent 
check samples may have been all negative 
Tills high count could cause the supplier to 
fall the monthly average and thus require 
that he notify the public. 

The Administrator understand* this prob 
lem. but cannot agree that the one "bad 
sample should not be included in calculat¬ 
ing the average. The reason Is that there 1* 
no way to confirm that the bacteriologies 
result of a sample collected in the past wa 
due to sampling or analytical error. It can¬ 
not be accomplished, for example, by col¬ 
lecting a check sample, which by the length 
of the standard test, would have to be col¬ 
lected at least one day after the original 
sample. The check sample would not necc* 
narlly reflect the bacterial situation of the 
previous day. The only way to confirm bac¬ 
terial sampling results arc to collect and 
analyze samples in duplicate or triplicate. 

Since there 1* no provision for dlscardm 
or adjusting for occasional spurious results 
from sampling or analytical error. KPA rec¬ 
ommends that for positive bacterial analyse* 
standard analytical verification methods be 
used to verify analytically that collform bac¬ 
teria are present. 

As stated earlier, the standard plate count 
requirement ha* been deleted, although It 1* 
recommended that the parameter be em¬ 
ployed a* conditions warrant. 

VI. LSBOaSTOftY CMTiriCATlON 

There were over 100 comments on I 141 JP 
dealing with laboratory certification. In gen¬ 
eral, there wa* agreement with the con- 
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ccpt of laboratory certification. although 
there were a few request* for clarification of 
the role of the certifying authority. Most of 
the comments contained objections to the 
concept of requiring turbidity and chlorine 
residual testa to be performed by certified 
laboratories. The remaining comments ad- 
drensod the coat of certification, the need for 
time to get labs certified, and the scarcity 
of qualified laboratories. 

It was the intent of the Administrator 
that KPA would certify at least one labora¬ 
tory in each State with other laboratories to 
be certified by the State laboratory or 
laboratories qualified to perform this func¬ 
tion. Because of the transient nature of tur¬ 
bidity and chlorine residual values. H Is not 
possible for a public water system to collect 
samples and transmit them to a central 
laboratory for determination of these param¬ 
eters. It was the Intent of the Administra¬ 
tor that the individual operators or public 
water systems perform their own turbidity 
and chlorine residual analyses. It would 
seem advisable, however, that such operators 
be certified, approved, or at least minimally 
trained to perform the analytical task* be¬ 
fore a State could accept thotr analytical 
dctorminattona aa having enough validity 
for decisions regarding compliance or non- 
compliance to be made. 

VII. Rn-orriNo and Public Notification 

1. Reporting. There were over 200 com¬ 
ments on | 141.31, dealing with reporting 
requirements, but only three basic criticisms; 
the reporting requirement should be limited 
to those situations which are essential to 
enforcement of the regulations; the section 
needs clarification; and the Institution of 
reporting requirements makes compliance 
with the regulations either difficult or Im¬ 
possible. Minor comment* Included request* 
for changes In the 3d-hour and 40-day 
reporting requirements, requests for a cor¬ 
rective action requirement rather than a 
reporting requirement, and requests that 
Federal agencies report to the States rather 
than to EPA. 

Section 1413 of the Public Health Service 
Act deals with the role of the Staten In 
implementing and enforcing drinking water 
regulations. Section 1414 of the Act spells out 
actions to be taken if a State falls to assure 
enforcement of drinking water regulations. 
A State could not effectively comply with the 
provisions of these sections without receiving 
regular report* from every public water sys¬ 
tem within Its jurisdiction. Monitoring fre¬ 
quencies have been established, and If only 
violations of maximum contaminant level* 
were reported the State would not know 
whether or not monitoring frequencies had 
been adhered to. Thus all activities of a sup¬ 
plier of water In connection with these regu¬ 
lations are essential to enforcement of the 
regulations and must be reported to the 
State. 

It Is apparent from Section 1447 of the 
Public Health Service Act and the legislative 
history of the Safe Drinking Water Act that 
Federal agencies are to be treated exactly 
like any other owner or operator of a public 
water system, except In cases Involving na¬ 
tional security.' Therefore, the Administrator 
believes that It would be contrary to the 
intent of the Act to require Federal agencies 
to report only to EPA and not to Stales with 
primary enforcement responsibility. In the 
revision of ft 141.31 of these regulation*, no 
exemption for Federal agencies from the pro¬ 
visions of the regulations will be specified. 

2. Public Notification. Section 141-32. the 
public notification provision, received a large 
number of comments Of the more than 300 
comments, only two approved of this section 
as written. Two additional comments con- 
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talned suggestions for modification, speh as. 
for example, to require a second notice to tell 
the public that the condition previously re¬ 
ported had now been corrected. Every other 
comment expressed opposition to public 
notification, either on the basis of disagree¬ 
ment with the concept, on the basis of in- 
approprtateneas for some types of water sys¬ 
tems. or on the basis of Home type of In¬ 
equity. Most frequently heard comments 
were: the State should have the authority 
to notify consumers only if there Is an Im¬ 
mediate and significant threat to public 
health; scare tactic* will le*d to public dis¬ 
regard; notification by radio and TV within 
36 hours is an unreasonable requirement; 
notification of the entire public Is unreason¬ 
able when only a portion of the public Is 
Involved; and notification by means of water 
bills 1* unacceptable. One of the more con¬ 
structive comment* was that, while the con¬ 
cept oi public notification was opposed, the 
supplier of water should be given the op¬ 
portunity to explain the deficiency. 

To explain the Intent of Congress in re¬ 
quiring public notification, the following Is 
quoted from House Report No. 03-1185: 

“The purpose of this notice requirement Is 
to educate the public aa to the extent to 
which public water *y«tem* serving them are 
performing Inadequately lu light of the ob¬ 
jectives and requirements of tills bill. Such 
public education is deemed essential by the 
Committee In order to develop public aware- 
ness of the problems facing public water 
s>wtems, to encourage a willing ness to sup¬ 
port greater expenditure at all levels of gov¬ 
ernment to assist In solving these problems, 
and to advise the public of potential or 
actual health haxards.** 

The Administrator agree* that the supplier 
should be given the opportunity to explain 
the deficiency. It was not the Intent of Con¬ 
gress, Uiat such notices would be merely a 
flat statement that the water system had 
failed to meet the requirements of the Regu¬ 
lation*. To quote the House Report further: 

'•the Committee expects that the Adminis¬ 
trator** regulations would permit public 
water systems to give fair explanation of the 
significance or seriousness for the public 
health of any violation, failure, exemption 
or variance. These regulations should also 
permit fair explanation of steps taken by 
the system to correct any problem/* 

The wording has therefore been modified 
to permit that the supplier may use the 
notice to explain the significance or serious¬ 
ness of the violation, to Include the results 
of additional (subsequent) sampling, and to 
Indicate preventative measures that should 
he taken by the public. 

A* to the unreasonableness of allowing 
only 36 hours prior to radio and TV notifica¬ 
tion. this wording has been modified to read 
48 hours and the Administrator believes that 
this 1* adequnte time to prepare such noti¬ 
fication when an MCL Is violated. 

Time requirements for notification In 
newspaper* has been established. The regu¬ 
lations require that the failure of any MCL 
shall be published In a dally newspaper or 
newspapers of genera) circulation In the 
area served by the system, on not less than 
three consecutive days, and that such notifi¬ 
cation Is to be completed within seven days 
after the supplier learn* of the failure. The 
notice shall be provided to radio and tele¬ 
vision station* within 48 hour* after lie learns 
of the failure. 

Public notice for other failure* of the reg¬ 
ulation*. such as failure to comply with test¬ 
ing procedure*, failure to comply with moni¬ 
toring requirements, and failure to comply 
with a schedule prescribed pursuant to a 
variance or exemption, ft* to be mode by In¬ 
cluding a notice wttb the water bill*, within 
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at least three month* after the supplier learn* 
of the failure. In the event water bills are not 
Issued, there ft* a provision for using another 
form of direct mall. 

The provision for mailing notice* respond* 
at least In pan to the comment that Uie 
notice should not be made to the entire 
public but only to the ponton of the public 
using the water. Otherwise. It 1* true that a 
notice given in a newspaper of general dis¬ 
tribution, or a radio or television broadcast, 
will reach more people than those affected 
by a particular public water system. 

There 1* no way that this can be avoided, 
but there is nothing In the regulations which 
would prevent the notice from specifying 
which person or which area need be con¬ 
cerned about the notice. 

The Administrator agrees that the pro¬ 
posed public notice provisions are Inappro¬ 
priate for non-ccmmunlty water system*. No¬ 
tice* In the local media and In water bill* 
will not have the Intended effect with these 
system* serving transient* or intermittent 
users. Therefore, I 141.32 ha* been revised to 
Include a provision for other type* of notifi¬ 
cation. subject to approval by the State, for 
non-community water systems. Envisioned 
here are such type* of notification a* a 
poster or sign near the drinking fountain 
of a facility serving the travelling public, or 
a handbill distributed to factory workers. 

VIII. Economic Considk*atiow* 

There were over 100 comment* on the eco¬ 
nomic aspect* or the regulation*. The two 
most frequent comment* were that the esti¬ 
mate* In the preamble were much too low, 
and that the economic impact on the smaller 
water utilities would be severe. The correc¬ 
tive measure suggested in most cases was 
that EPA should give grant* to the public 
neater system* or should provide funds to the 
State* to pay for monitoring. In general, the 
comment* contained critic lam* of the regu¬ 
lations tn that they were termed M noi coat 
effective.” 

It was the Intent of Congrers that the bulk 
of the costs associated with the Hare Drink¬ 
ing Water Act would be borne by the indi¬ 
vidual public water systems and thus the 
consumers. Of all the comment* on the cost 
of a program to improve the quality of drink¬ 
ing water. It 1* noteworthy that only one 
comment stressed the benefit* to thore con¬ 
sumers. 

There U no doubt that money will be spent 
for increased monitoring. This Is particularly 
true for the smaller water system*, where In 
the past practically no monitoring haa been 
performed. Three very small water systems 
are the ones which most need improvement, 
ao It con be oxpected that the costa will be 
proportionately higher for the small systems 
when compared with larger systems. On a per 
capita bast*, since so few customers are In¬ 
volved, the costs will be disproportionately 
higher for the smaller systems. Congress did 
not Intend that the monitoring coal* for 
these systems would be subsidized. Rather, 
Congress hoped that many small systems 
would be consolidated Into larger system*, so 
that the coats would be shared by a larger 
number of consumers, and ao that Improved 
drinking water quality would more easily 
be attained. 

A cost and economic analyst* of the moni¬ 
toring requirement* are attached as Ap¬ 
pendix B. 

LX. Oritxs Commckts 

1. SHfwg. Of (he more than 70 comment* 
on ft 141.41, siting requirement*, most either 
wanted the section deleted or else clarified 
in some way. The critic tun* were that the re¬ 
quirements for siting were not realistic, that 
the term* used needed definitions, that State 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO 248—WEDNESDAY, 0ECEM8IR 24, 1975 






59582 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Approval be granted before A change tn a 
water system be made, or that State approval 
la already required in the circumstance*. The 
limitation regarding the "100-year flood” was 
criticised on the basis that water intakes 
(for surface water sources) must be in the 
floodplain. 8uggseUons Included: use the 
words “geological hazards and man-made 
disasters;*' add the phrase “avoid causing ad¬ 
verse environmental impacts; “ and limit the 
provisions to “ground level or underground 
storage facilities, vertical well* of a system 
which has no filtration or any other treat¬ 
ment facilities.'* 

It should be pointed out lhAt the section 
on siting requirements In these regulations is 
flexible, in that the phrase “to the extent 
practicable- allows considerable leeway. 
These minimum siting requirements were In¬ 
cluded on the basis of section 1401 (t)(D) or 
the Public Health Service Act. which ■ tales: 
-The term *prlmary drinking water regula¬ 
tion' means a regulation which contains 
• • • requirements as to <ll) siting for new 
facilities for public water systems'* Obvi¬ 
ously. some clarification of even these mini¬ 
mal requirements Is called for. so the section 
has been revised. In accordance with Congres¬ 
sional Intent, the revised version makes clear 
that all final siting decisions are to be made 
at the State and local government level. 

2. Effective date. There were only three 
comments on §141.51. the effective date of 
these regulations. All of these comments con¬ 
tained the request that more time be allowed 
for water systems, particularly tho:e of small 
communities, to come into compliance. 

The effective date of these regulations was 
established by section 141 I2<a>(3) of the 
Public Health Service Act. which provides 
that. “The Interim primary regulations first 
promulgated under paragraph (1) shall take 
effect eighteen months altcT tho date of their 
promulgation." The Administrator believes 
that, by scheduling the monitoring require¬ 
ments in several phase*. ample consideration 
has been given to small system*. Variances 
and exemptions will be available In appropri¬ 
ate cases. 

3. Radionuclides. There were approximate¬ 
ly 60 comments relating to maximum con¬ 
taminant levels for radionuclides. However. 
EPA only proposed MCL's for radionuclides 
on August 14, 1276. 40 FR 34324. Comments 
on radionuclides will be token Into account 
in that rulemaking proceeding. 

4. Wafer treatment chemicals. Ten com¬ 
ments addressed chemical requirements in 
connection with the proposed regulations. 
The comments stated that certain chemicals, 
particularly activated carbon and filter grade 
alum, are in abort supply. 

It Is acknowledged that an Increase in the 
extent of water treatment will cause an In¬ 
creased demand for water treatment chemi¬ 
cals. If a particular treatment technique were 
to bo specified, the demand for any chemical 
Involved In that treatment technique could 
increase dramatically. Since no treatment In 
lieu of a monitoring requirement was speci¬ 
fied tn these regulations, the problem has 
not surfaced as yet. Before specifying any 
treatment technique, the Administrator will 
Investigate both the availability of the neces¬ 
sary chemicals and the oo«U associated with 
that treatment technique. Naturally, the 
effect of an Increased demand for a particular 
chemical on the cost of that chemical will 
also be investigated. Because of the phasing 
of the provisions of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act. and because there is currently no short¬ 
age of raw materials for the production of 
water treatment chemicals, it can be ex¬ 
pected that ample quantities of these chem¬ 


icals will be available for conventional as¬ 
ter treatment when they are needed. 

6. Treatment techniques. On the subject 
of treatment techniques or treatment tech¬ 
nology. 30 comments contained criticisms or 
suggestions. It was noted that no treatment 
techniques were specified in Ueu of MCL's. 
and almost unanimous support for this ap¬ 
proach was expressed On the othor hand, it 
was suggested that information on treatment 
technology to remove certain contaminants 
bo supplied. 

While no treatment technique requirement 
was included In these regulations, the Ad¬ 
ministrator may specify such techniques in 
revised regulations if warranted. The Admin¬ 
istrator believe*, however, that it Is always 
preferable to specify monitoring require¬ 
ments if at all possible, because of the un¬ 
certainties involved In a treatment 
technique. Although a treatment technique 
may appear to be capable of removing a 
particular contaminant, based on laboratory 
or pilot plant studies, in actual water plant 
operation such removal may not always 
occur. Without monitoring, the adequacy of 
the treatment technique cannot be ascer¬ 
tained. As for technology for the operation 
of a conventional water treatment plant, op¬ 
eration and maintenance regulations are to 
be published separately. Techniques to be 
used for the removal of specific contami¬ 
nants are the subject of ongoing research. 

6. Miscellaneous Comments not classified 
elsewhere addressed a number of miscella¬ 
neous topics. Including the following: 
typographical errors, regulations for tho 
quality of Intake water, oontrol of pollutant* 
at the source rather than In drinking water, 
training of water plant operators and the 
encouragement of young people to enter 
the water treatment field, control of water¬ 
sheds ao a mean* for Improving the drinking 
water quality, amending the regulations to 
eliminate systems serving less than 200 peo¬ 
ple. setting of priorities according to size 
and type of system when applying the regu¬ 
lations, regulations for Interconnections of 
supplies, provision of technical support by 
the Environmental Protection Agency Re¬ 
gional Offices, and the development of a pol¬ 
icy on carcinogens as an aid to standard 
setting. 

Affcxdix B—Coer and Economic Analysis 
Exxcunvx Summary » 

1.0 Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974. The 
objective of the Bafe Drank! ng Water Act 
(Pub. L. 23-623) is to establish standards 
which will provide for safe drinking water 
supplies throughout the United States. To 
achieve this objective the Congress author¬ 
ised the Environmental Protection Agency to 
establish national drinking water regula¬ 
tions. In addition, the Act provides a mech¬ 
anism for the individual States to assume 
the primary responsibility for enforcing the 
regulations, providing general supervisory 
aid to the public water systems, and In¬ 
specting public water supplies. 

The purpoee of the legislation Is to assure 
that water supply systems serving the public 
meet minimum national standards for the 
protection of public health. Prior to passage 
of the Act. the Environmental Protection 
Agenoy was authorized to prescribe Federal 


* This summary Is based on a detailed and 
comprehensive study prepared for KPA by 
Energy Resource* Company of Cambridge. 
Massachusetts, titled. "Economic Evaluation 
of the Interim Primary Drinking Water Reg¬ 
ulations" (October 1075). 


drinking water standards applicable only to 
water supplies used by Interstate carriers 
Furthermore, these standards could only be 
enforced with respect u> contaminants capa¬ 
ble of causing communicable disease*. In 
contrast, the Safe Drinking Water Act au¬ 
thorized the Environmental Protection 
Agency to establish regulations to (1) pro¬ 
tect public water systems from all harmful 
contaminants: (2) protect underground 

sources of drinking water; and (3) promote 
a Joint Federal-Slate system for assuring 
compliance with these regulations. 

1.1 National interim primary drinking 
voter reputations. The EPA published It* 
Proposed National Interim Primary Drinking 
Water Regulations in the Fcdkoal Rcourmt. 
March 14. 1276. The EPA held four public 
hearings and received several thousand 
pages of public comment* on the pro¬ 
posed regulations. Based upon its review of 
the comment*, the EPA revised the proposed 
regulation* for final publication. The major 
provisions of the Interim Primary Drinking 
Water Regulations are: 

1. Maximum contaminant levels for cer¬ 
tain chemical, biological, and physical con¬ 
taminant* are established; 

2. Monitoring frequencies to determine 
that contaminant levels assure compliance 
are established; and 

3. A methodology to notify consumers Of 
variances, exemptions, and non-oompllance 
with standards Is set forth. 

1.3 The Water Supply Industry. 

1.2.1 Public Wafer Systems. The Bafe 
Drinking Water Act of 1274 covers public, 
water systems that regularly serve an aver¬ 
age of 26 people or have at a minimum 16 
service connections. Systems that serve the 
travelling public are considered public water 
systems under the Act. KPA currently esti¬ 
mates there are 240.000 public water systems 
that will be subject to tbe regulatory re¬ 
quirement* developed under tho Act. 

The Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Regulation* categorize public system* as 
community and non-community systems. A 
community system Is defined as a public 
system which serves at least 16 service con¬ 
nections used by year-round residents or 
regularly serves at least 26 year-round resi¬ 
dent*. The non-community system category 
includes those systems which serve a tran¬ 
sient population. At the present time the 
distribution between the two clashes of pub¬ 
lic systems Is estimated os follows: 


Community systems-— *0.000 

Non-community system*- 200,000 

Total __240.000 


Based on the data contained In the on¬ 
going EPA public water supply Inventory, 
there are approximately 177 million persons 
served by community water systems Table 
1-1 Shows the distribution of community 
systems by population served. Most of the 
community water system* are small In size 
Over 90 percent of tbe nation's supplies are 
tn the under 10,000 persons served category* 
but tbey provide water to lees than 26 per¬ 
cent of the total population served by com¬ 
munity systems 

While all public systems do not treat all 
of the water they supply to their customers 
they do employ a variety of treatment proc¬ 
esses. The current EPA Inventory of Public 
Water Supplies indicates that the moat 
prevalent treatment processes are used to 
control bacteriological contamination and 
turbidity. Tbe percentage of systems em¬ 
ploying the various treatment processes Is 
presented In Table 1 -2. 
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Tablr 1-1 .—Distribution of community stater systems 


Number ot Total pope la- fervent of 

By stem du (persons served) wale* systems Uoo arr*rd loul pofsiUtloa 

(la thousands) »tmd 


25 to ».. 


7,00ft 

420 

6.3 

too to 9 . 999 .. 


80,150 

•4.81ft 

sag 

10.000 to 99.<* *Q9 


2.809 

243 

ft). 421 

RAM 

M. ft 

100,000 and over... 


44.4 



Total. 


44.000 

177.459 

IDOL 0 


Source EPA Inventory of Public Water supplies (July 1975). 


Table 1 -2.—Treatment Processes Employed 
by Community Watte Systems 


Treatment: Percent (*) 

Aeration _________ 6 6 

Prechlorination ___7 8 

Coagulation____ 11.3 

Bedlmenation __r_„ __ 8.8 

Filtration —.—. IX 8 

8 or toning _ 4.9 

Taste and odor control_- 3.4 

Iron removal_____ 8. 7 

Ammonlatlon _ 0.9 

Fluoride adjustment..... 0 5 

Disinfection __...._ 35. 2 

1 Percentages do not total 100 percent 


since many systems have multiple treat¬ 
ments. or no treatment. 

Source: EPA Inventory of Public Water 
Supplies (July 1975). 

Community water systems may be pub¬ 
licly or privately owned. The majority. 58 
percent, of the 40.000 community water sup¬ 
plies are publicly owned and these systems 
supply 88 percent of the total drinking water 
production. 

As Indicated earlier. It is estimated that 
there are approximately 200.000 public non- 
community water systems. Mont of these 
systems are privately owned. Non-commu¬ 
nity systems are found at service stations, 
motels, restaurant*, rest areas, camp grounds, 
State parks, beaches, national parka, na¬ 
tional forests, dams, reservoirs* and other 
locations frequented by the travelling pub¬ 
lic. Some schools and industries are also in¬ 
cluded In this category. Data on these sys¬ 
tems are very sparse, and only rough cost 
estimates can be made 

Ths portion or the water supply Industry 
considered here Includes only those systems 
which primarily supply water for residential, 
commercial, industrial and municipal use. 
An approximate allocation of water use by 
various categories of users Is shown in Table 
1-3. As might be expected most of the water 
delivered. 63 percent, is for residential pur¬ 


poses. The second largest use. industrial, 
consumes 21 percent. 

Taels 1-3.—Community Waves Svrrtr Use 
■y Category 

Percentage 

Type ot use: of total 

Residential_ 63 

Commercial_ 11 

Industrial- 21 

Municipal _ ft 

Total_100 

Source: UiJ. Otologies! Survey Data (1972) 

13 Costs to meet the tntmm primary 
drinking teater regulations . 

13.1 Monitoring costs. The Implementa¬ 
tion of the Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations will require all pubtlc water sys¬ 
tems to initiate a monitoring program to 
determine that the maximum contaminant 
level requirements of the regulations are not 
exceeded in finished drinking water. The 
costs associated with this monitoring activ¬ 
ity are a function of system sire, water 
source, and claaslflcatlon (community m 
non -Gommunl ty). 

There are two classes of monitoring costs, 
routine monitoring costa and non-compli¬ 
ance monitoring ooste. Imposed by the in¬ 
terim regulation*. Routine monitoring costs 
are those incurred in meeting the sampling 
requirements of the Interim Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulations, to determine compli¬ 
ance with the regulations. Non-compliance 
monitoring coats are those which are In¬ 
curred when additional sampling must be 
made If routine monitoring results indicate 
that a system Is not In compliance with one 
or more maximum contaminant limit. 

The Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations call for the monitoring of four 
classes of contamination: Inorganic, organic, 
microbiological, and turbidity. The routine 
monitoring frequencies for community and 
non-community systems are shown In 
Tables 14 and 1-6. 


TaIilk 1-4. —Monitoring requirements: Community supplies; interim primary drinking 

i rater regulations 


Component l type Doo411im> for Initial tempting Testing frequency 

after ellxcttve dele 


Cog form... 

Inorganic chemical*. 

OrgsiUcchemical# .... .. 

Turbidity_ 


Ground and 

tillrteet.. 

Ground.. .. 

Rurfece.. 

Ground.. 

feirfeoe— 


1 mo.1...Monthly.* 

1 jrr.... Annually. 

2yr. Every 3 yr. 

As apeciniod by the State...1 £speeLQed by the Rials. 


* Supplies must collect minimum repaired samples during each month after effccUve date. The number o( samples 
varies with the system sire from t to 500atmpbe per month. 

The State may reduce the sampling frequency Used on a sanitary surrey of a system that ~rrea 1 cm than 1,050 
person* from a groundwater source, except that In no esse shall It be reduced to leas than one per quarter. 

* The aiulyam shall be rvfwsted at Ir.tnrvftli •(avibtd by the Stats but In no event Imj fiwju tlythau at ft-yt 
Intervals. 
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Tablk 1-5. —Monitoring requirements: Noncommunity supplies: interim primary drinking 

renter regulation* 


Component 


SyM«a tyjyj 


IWUrrf for Initial sam¬ 
pling mtUr cUv* data 


Testing tmtewney 


OnUform. 

InonfarUr 
traU* only. 
Turbidity.«... 


.. Farfaoo and grounds 
Borises and ground.. 


ayr ... 
-.do.. 


Quarterly.’ 

LtaanniiMd 


by the Rials. 


..do__ 


- Dally. 


* May bo nuxllfkd by lbs BtaU lawl on sanitary rtirwy 

In developing routine monitoring costs, 
the number of systems requiring routine 
monitoring la fixed by the number of ground 
and surface water supply systems In each 
discrete size range and the monitoring fre¬ 
quency prescribed by the regulations. There¬ 
fore, the only variable In the coat equation 
is the price per analysis. This price will de¬ 
pend on the Institutional arrangements 
made by each system for analytical services. 
At the present time some water supplies per¬ 
form their own analyses, while others de¬ 
pend on 6tale health agencies or private 
commercial laboratories The unit analytical 
costs developed for the monitoring costa 
estimates are as follows: 

Analysis: Con range 

Collform__ gS-10 

Complete Inorganic-- 70-170 

Complete organic--- 150 260 

The lower costa are baaed on coats Incurred 
in EPA laboratories while the higher coats 
are baaed on commercial laboratory esti¬ 
mates. 

In developing non-compliance monitoring 
coats, the critical variable is the number of 


additional samples required when a system 
exceeds a maximum oontomlnant level 
(MCL). The Interim regulations require a 
minimum of two check sample* when the 
conform MCL la exceeded and at loaat three 
repeat samples when an Inorganic or organIc 
MCL la exceeded. In each instance the 
aupplier must continue the sampling proce¬ 
dure until two consecutive samples show 
that the MCL, la not exceeded For collform 
violations It Is expected that from 2 to 5 
special analyses may be needed For organic 
and Inorganic violations It la expected that 
from 3 to 6 special analyses may be necessary. 

The estimated costa for routine and special 
monitoring for public water systems are 
summarized In Table 1-0. In the first year 
of implementation the annual coats are ex¬ 
pected to fall In a range of *14 million to *30 
million. By the end of the third year when 
the non-community systems begin to moni¬ 
tor. the annual monitoring oo.Us will rise to 
a range of *17 million to *36 million. These 
monitoring oost estimates do not reflect the 
costa of existing monitoring program*. Cur¬ 
rent routine monitoring la estimated at ap¬ 
proximately *10 million to *17 million 
annually. 


Tahle l-f> Total monitoring easts mandated by thi interim primary drinking water 

regulation *i 

(In million* of dollars) 


lit year 2d year id year 


Cost of matin* monitoring for the 40.000 community systems 1 IS. 10-27. S 
Monitoring <lor u> violation* of MCL for 10.000 community 
systems; 

Q) OoUtorzn violation monitorUti:----.— 

(ill Inoryontc violation monitor! i ig...... 

llmjtJnr monitoring cost* for 200.0W* public systems *.—.. 

Monitoring do* to violation* of MCL lor 200,000 public 
system**......—----— 


12.70 36.3 


12.S25.fi 


.50 2.0 _ 

. 01 - .1 


.oi- as.. 

_ 4.S-S.4 

> .« 


Total..—...-... 


u .00 sao 


IX U> 27.0 


17.06*0 


• Annual emeu betinfitn* the 1st year after ImpImicntaUou of the regulation*. 

• Annual coats Uxlnuins tbs Sd year alter tmpJrjn*iitaikm of tbi* rnculabonr. 

• Total monitoring eosU duo to violation* *praul ovrr a 5 >r period. 


Note.- Totals may not add do* to rounding. 

1X2 Treatment cants. Once the monitor¬ 
ing program Is Initiated, some system* will 
dnd that they exceed one or more maximum 
contaminant levels (MCL). These system* 
will then be faced with an additional coat In 
order to meet the required MCL. There are 
several alternative routes which a system 
can pursue in order to comply with the 
Regulations. Some of the alternatives in¬ 
clude: 

1. Installing treatment facilities capable of 
reducing the MCL to an acceptable level; 

2. Developing a new source of supply of 
better quality; 

3. Purchasing better quality water from 
another water utility; or 

4. Merging the system with one or more 
adjoining systems which have a higher 
quality supply. 

If none of the above are feasible, a system 
can apply for a variance or exemption to the 
MCL under the provisions of the Interim 
Primary Regulations. Therefore, the coets In¬ 


curred by a water supply In reducing the 
concentration of a contaminant to an ac¬ 
ceptable level are site specific and will de¬ 
pend on such factors as. treatment facilities 
available, age of system, proximity of other 
supplier*, source of water, and many other 
Inter-related problems. 

However. In projecting national coats for 
treatment the option of Installing treatment 
faculties wo* assumed to be the method sys¬ 
tems would select to provide safe drinking 
water. 

The following basic assumption* ore Im¬ 
plicit In developing costs for the treatment 
options: 

1. Surface water systems not presently 
clarifying will Install some form of filtration; 

2. Approximately 30 percent of the com¬ 
munity water systems not presently disin¬ 
fecting will Install chlorination units; 

3. Advanced treatment Is necessary to re¬ 
move Inorganic*; 
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4 . Estimates of tho number of MCL viola¬ 
tions were baaed on 1069 Community Water 
p ippiy Study, except for mercury. Mercury 
tio'.tttioaa were baaed on recent EPA studies. 

The national treatment costs for public 
water (systems are summarized In Table 1-7. 
The majority of costa. If all systems elect to 
treat for contaminant violations, will be In¬ 
curred tn order to meet the turbidity and In¬ 
organic requirement* * of the Interim regula¬ 
tion* Ranges were developed for capital coats 


only. This range fta based on making two as¬ 
sumptions for dally flow. If a system were 
required to Install treatment. It would have 
to consider siring thetr new components to 
reflect average daNy flow conditions or maxi¬ 
mum dally flow conditions In cases where 
system storage la not adequate. Whatever 
sizing option a system selected It Is unlikely 
that significant additional operation and 
maintenance expenses would result. 


Tablb 1 -7.— National costs of trialing contaminants in drinking water 
(In enlQleaa of <!r»U*r*| 


Tr«atme&4 tscluiotofy 


Contaminant Capital eosts Annual operation 

and malnUnsne 



Non.-Totals may uot add due to rounding. 

1.4 Economic impact of the interim pri¬ 
mary dr taking water regulations 
The expenditures required to comply with 
the Interim Primary Regulations will have 
*n Impact on all water users served by public 
water supplies covered by the Safe Drinking 
Water Act. All persons served by these sys¬ 
tems will feet the impact of monitoring coots 
to h ome extent. However, the meat noticeable 
Impact of the regulations will be on users 
of public water systems that do not meet the 
MCL requirements of the regulations. 

An estimate of the total annual costs of 
capital, operation and maintenance, and 
monitoring necessary to comply with the 
Rquitboai Is shown In Table 1-6 

T4BL* l-a.— Estimated Total Annual Coe to 
or Implementing thx Interim Prim a* r 
Drinking Watte Regulations roe Public 
Watbe Supply Systems in Millions or 
Dollabs* 

Annual capital*_!46-247 

Annual operation and maintenance. 263 
Annual monitoring (routine only).. 17-35 


Total annual__ 426-545 

1 1075 dollar*. 

* Assumes capital costs amortized over 15 
Kara at 7-percent interest. 

1 4.1 Water supply economic*. The price 
consumers pay for water Is determined. In 
general, by costs the utility incur* to operate 
•rri maintain the system. However, some pub¬ 
licly -owned water system* may have their 
co3ts and revenues conglomerated with the 
eo«t or other municipal services, and the 
vatcr bill paid by the consumer may not 
to npletely reflect the status of the water 
“Uteni alone. 

Water system rate structures vary from 
•rrtem to system, and may also differ for 
various user classes within the same system. 
There are four basic type* of rate struc¬ 
tures which are used around the country. 
Some systems use a *‘normal block” struc¬ 
ture which results In lower unit costs to 
nunomers that use high volumes of water. 

the “Inverted block” structure, higher 
utUte costa are Imposed upon customers who 
uao higher volumes of water. Under a “flat” 


rate structure, there Is one single charge per 
unit for all customers regardless of use. Gen¬ 
erally, the fiat rate structure applies to resi¬ 
dential customers only. Finally. In the “non- 
incrementftl” rato structure. the unit cost of 
water is bawd on the number of water con¬ 
sumption units owned by the user. 

Prices charged for water are usually reg¬ 
ulated by a State or local commission ap¬ 
pointed to evaluate the need for rate hikes. 
In most States, investor-owned utilities are 
tinder the Jurisdiction of 8tate regulatory 
commissions. Publicly-owned utilities ore 
either regulated by local boards or are un¬ 
regulated. Any lengthy lag Ume between rate 
Increase requests and rate increase approvals 
may pose problems in the Implementation of 
tho Interim regulations. 

Most water utilities, both public and pri¬ 
vate. finance large capital Investments by 
retaining profits or acquiring debt. Publicly- 
owned systems may have access to municipal 
funds or can sell cither general obligation or 
revenue bond* to be repaid from general rev¬ 
enue* or water revenues. Private, investor- 
owned systems may Issue stocks and bonds, 
and unlike publicly-owned systems, their 
credit ratings are dependent on tho profita¬ 
bility of their own operations, since Interest 
rates are generally proportional to risk, water 
utilities in more secure financial positions 
can borrow money at lower Interest rates. At 
the present Ume the Interest rates on mu¬ 
nicipal bonds Is 4-6 percent while the rate 
ror debt issues of prirate-owued utilities Is 
6-6 percent. 

In the water Industry there does not teem 
to be a correlation between present debt lev¬ 
els and long-term financial soundness. Al¬ 
though a majority of water systems today 
have debt ratios ranging upward from 40 
percent, almost one-fourth of the water sys¬ 
tems aro presently debt-free. Approximately 
55 percent of these debt free systems serve 
communities of less than 5.000 people. How¬ 
ever. many of these small systems do not 
have a positive net Income, while larger 
water systems with high debt to book value 
raUos do have positive net income. 

Records indicate that per capita consump¬ 
tion of water tends to decrease following 
significant Increase* in water rates. Among 


Individual user* tne decrease would occur 
where there Is a high elasticity of demand; 
eg., lawn sprinkling. Industrial and com¬ 
mercial users have shown no elasticity to 
price Increase*. If demand decline* sharply 
after Initial rate hikes and total revenue* do 
not increase enough to cover Increased cost, 
a second rate Increase may be necessary. 

14 2 Per capifa cosfj. Monitoring costs 
vary with the sire of the water system In¬ 
volved The number of samples for routine 
bacteriological monitoring is a function ot 
the number of persons served. For commu¬ 
nity supplies the number of samples can 
range from a minimum of 1 sample per quar¬ 
ter for systems serving 1000 people or less 
to a maximum of 500 samples per month for 
systems serving more than 4.600.000 people. 
For non-community supplies only one sample 
per quarter Is required. 

In general, the annual Impact of routine 
chemical monitoring will vary depending on 
the frequency of sampling rather than the 
number of samples. The frequency of Ram¬ 
pling will depend on the system type; 
ground water v*. surface water; community 
system va. non-community. The annual 
monitoring costs on a per capita basis are 
shown In Table 1-6. The per capita costa 
for the smallest community system (25 per¬ 
sons served) are high In comparison to 
other system sixes. However, there are very 
few systems In this category and the States 
may desire to enter Into Institutional ar¬ 
rangements to lesson their annual monitor¬ 
ing burden. 

Table 1-0.—Annual monitoring cost* per 
person served versus system rise and 
typo for community water system 


6jr*U»m tiro 


System typo 

iS«rb« < i round 


25 

17.25-415.06 

» » f?.05 

loo 

l.»* 


.IB- l. 75 

500 

.M- 

.75 

.15- .» 

1, COO 


.40 

. lo- .1$ 

2,500 

.14- 

.SO 

.05- .10 

5. tOO 

.10- 

.» 

.05- .1$ 

10.000 

.10- 

.70 

.06- .1$ 

100 . too 


.15 

.05- .1$ 

1, coo. coo 

HkCUlOJU 

% 

.06 

C‘>- .06 
tq 


* 1 m Umn KUXV. 


However, treatment coats may be respon¬ 
sible for much higher per capita cost in¬ 
creases than monitoring costs. As Indicated 
earlier, public water kprtemi not meeting 
tho MCL requirement* of the Interim regu¬ 
lations will incur the major cost burden The 
Impact of the treatment costs will also vary 
with the size of the water system Involved. 
Table 1-10 summarhsea the treatment costs 
a* they affect systems of different sixes. 

It should be pointed out that the per 
capita costs displayed In Table 1-10 are 
weighted average*. Treatment costa have been 
weighted by the projected frequency of the 
various treatment technique* within each 
size subcategory. By Its nature, the weighted 
average doe* not give a true representation 
of the coats to a particular consumer. In all 
categories, there are five treatments possible 
with a wide variation in costa. In Table 1-11, 
the range of annual per capita monitoring 
and treatment costs are presented. From this 
table It can be seen that the annual per 
capita treatment costs for disinfection are 
expected to range from $3 85 to $2.10 In the 
Smallest system category, from $3.75 to $030 
In the Small system category and so on. 
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flroattrst sys¬ 
tems <24 to ©9 
people served) 

Small systems 
(100 to 9.WS 
people served) 

Medium systems 
(10,000 to **.999 
people served) 

Lance system* 
lorn 100,000 
people srwid) 

Annual capital cost* On million*).. 

Annual operation and mainlmano© costa 

Un millions)^.- 

Annual monitoring costa On million*)-- 

$3*0- HL 40 

2.10 
.»>- .40 

1001294101.40 

4A0O 
.Vh 1.30 

$52:39* $88.10 

7110 
L 29* AfiO 

t$fl 59-151.20 

164.10 
1.30- 3. VO 

Total annual coats (In millions). 

a 20- a io 

IQ» 49- 141.30 

127.80- 184.70 

184.99- 188.38 

Weighted averse* raft per capita ter year.. 
Inert** in household monthly water UU *. 

r.oo- 54.00 
8,89- 14.06 

11.00- 10.00 
2.35- 3.06 

*00 - 12 00 
2.35* A 06 

19 00- 11.00 
2.55- 2.90 

i Assam** 8J1 parsons pec huuseUuM sod that all Inert*** in cost* are p***cd on to the consumer. 

Tablt 1-11.— Annual per capita treatment and monitoring coni range* for \ 

categories 


BmalVst sys¬ 
tem* (24 to 99 
peoph* strred) 

Small systems 
(tOOtoV/JW 
people served) 

Medium sw¬ 
um* (10,09) to 
©v,W9 people 
served) 

Largost srsleins 
(ever loo.tto 
people served) 

Treatment; < 

. 

tkio 

42.75-SO. 3*1 

$a4MUl& 

<1925 

Turbidity esejroL, ... 

lliwvy in*** 1 isbuiysL____ 

W2.09- 42.00 

•or. (o-iw oo 

7A0O-1AW 
142.00-25,60 

36.00-13. U0 

?1AI» 

<18,0) 

Load fWitroL.,........ .w..... 

Fluoride, arsenic removal. ....—. 

Monitoring .———.—-- 

2.00- 1.20 
11. *9- 7. SO 
16.49- .04 

1.80- 

IL60- 114 
3.74- .04 

.49- .20 
6.00-3.16 
.29- .410 

.6) 
< 3:65 
2 .16 


i «*t limli beard <m WBonptfan tl*t irmlaxiul plant t»wilt U> Ural awn** dally drtxund and upper ©«t 
limit liased on mavhuuiu daily drrnaud, except lor Um> amaUret system* category vrlwc* curl* arr bared «m average 


dally demand only. 

1.441 Impact analysis. Aa Tab:© 1-10 and 
Table 1-11 demonstrate, the poienllaUy moat 
severe Impact could occur for ueera of the 
smallest or small systems. Assuming that 
treatment and monitoring coats arc directly 
pareed on to the consumer, the monthly 
water bill for a household in the smallest 
systems, may increase on the average between 
#10 and $14. 

However, as noted earlier, these systems 
may choose not to install treatment facili¬ 
ties in order to comply with the regulations. 
Several options are available to them: 

1. Developing a new. lees contaminated 
source; 

2. Joining a regional system; 

3. Purchasing treated am ter; or 

4. Blending water from existing source with 
water of higher quality. 

The exemption and variance provisions of 
the Act provide for temporary Immunity 
from the regualtlons on the basis of eco¬ 
nomic hardship or technical difficulties. Fed¬ 
eral loan programs may also ease the Impact 
on users of small systems. The Farmers Homo 
Administration sponsors a loan and grant 
program to aid the financing of water and 
sewer system construction in small commu¬ 
nities. The loans are offered at low Interest 
rates and with long repayment schedules. The 
Safe Drinking Water Act also authorizes a 
loan guarantee program for small system**. 
These program* will reduce community costa, 
but they will not completely mitigate the 
possibility of high cost impacts on house¬ 
holds In small systems. 

It Is not certain how systems will finance 
the costs associated with these regulations— 
either through higher taxes or higher water 
rates—but It is certain that the Interim 
Drinking Water Regulations will have the 
grate*t impact on those served by smaller 
water systems Further study is underway to 
determine If financing will be a serious prob¬ 
lem for large or small systems. 

At the present time EPA believes that the 
economic impact of the construction require¬ 
ments will be *,pread over at leant a four-year 
period from the promulgation of the regu¬ 
lations because the regulations will not re¬ 
sult In Immediate compliance. The effective 
date of the regulations will be 18 months 
after promulgation. Non-compliance may not 


be discovered until Initial sampling has been 
completed. For community water supplies 
the deadline* for Initial sampling range from 
1 day for turbidity to 2 years for Inorganic 
samples of ground water systems after the 
effective date. Therefore, in some oases, 
more than 3 years from promulgation could 
elapse before inorganic violation* would be 
detected and corrective actions Initiated. In 
addition the use of the exemption or vari¬ 
ance provisions of the regulations could 
further prolong compliance for public wnier 
system* unable to comply for economic or 
technical reason*. 

It Is estimated that the investor-owned 
water systems will pay approximately one- 
fourth of the total treatment costs, while the 
publicly-owned companies would pay the re¬ 
mainder. However, since many of the in¬ 
vestor-owned system* servo very small popu¬ 
lations. the capital demands on these systema 
could be great. 

In 1974, the water supply industry spent 
approximately $1.6 billion for capital im¬ 
provements. The average yearly total annual 
capital costs mandated by the Interim Pri¬ 
mary Regulations are estimated to be about 
13 to 24 percent or this figure. It Is’antici¬ 
pated that the Industry as a whole would be 
able to raise the additional necessary capital. 
Small systems could encounter difficulty in 
financing new treatment faculties, particu¬ 
larly when clarification, a relatively expen¬ 
sive treatment process, is required. The Im¬ 
plementation of these Regulations may force 
many communities to allocate funds, which 
may be needed to provide other services to 
the community, for the treatment of their 
drinking water. 

Data on non-community systems la sparse. 
However, it is not anticipated that these 
regulation* will have a serious economic im¬ 
pact on them. 

The macroeconomic effects of the Interim 
Primary Drinking Water Regulations are ex¬ 
pected to be minimal. On the average, the 
regulations will cause an Increase In water 
rates of 9.5 percent spread over several years. 
If this increase occurred in one year, the 
resulting increase In the Consumer Price In¬ 
dex (CPI) would be Ices than 0.001 percent. 
Since the costs of these regulations will be 
incurred over several years, the average an¬ 
nual increaso in the CPI will be even leae. 


The Chase Econometric model was used to 
examine the impact or all existing pollution 
abatement regulations.* The analyses *ho*n 
that there will be an average annual Incr* I 
In the CPI for 1974 to 1090 of less than 01 
percent due to these pollution abatement 
regulations. 

1.5 Constraints to implementation of the | 
interim primary drinking water regulotu 
The implementation of the National Interim 
Primary Drinking Water Regulation* within 
a reasonable time frame would greatly de¬ 
pend on the avail ability of key ebcmicili 
and supplies needed In the treatmen* of 
drinking water; avail Ability of manpowr: to 
operate treatment facilities; adoquate lab 
lory capability to conduct sample analy 
and sufficient supply of engineering and c an- 
structlon services to build or improve tmt- 
ment facilities. 

In particular, the Interim Regulations mu 
I ncrease demand for coagulants and db 
fectlng agents a* the needed treatment fern* 
itles arc completed. An Increased demn ii 
could cause some temporary dislocation^ in 
chemical markets, but In the long-run In¬ 
creased demand will result in an expan i 
of supplies. It U projected that the 
demand for ferric chloride may reach 116 to 
120 percent of the present production, white 
alum demand will be approximately US per¬ 
cent of current production. There Is a gen end 
consensu* of opinion that organic polyc'e-* 
trolytes will become the dominant Ooccv.fet¬ 
ing agents in the future. However, there 
are no reliable estimates of which polyvbc- 
trolytc(s) will be dominant and who*, th* 
shift In chemical usage will occur. 

At tho present tints there are app; 
mately 180,000 people employed In the water 
supply Industry. With the implement 
of the Interim Primary Drinking Water R< , j* 
latlons between 13,000 and 27,000 additional 
personnel would be needed nationwide Tkc<% 
personnel would be required to perform uch 
tasks v> monitoring and enforcing the * 
latlons. operating tho required trcaUv.i t 
facilities, performing laboratory analyst of 
water sample*, program assistance and pro¬ 
gram administration. It Is anticipated that 
water systems msy have difficulty hiring 
qualified personnel. 

The third potential constraint U in the 
availability of adequate laboratories to per¬ 
form the required chemical and biological 
analyses. Conform monitoring U now being 
performed at State, local and private Ub i* 
torte*. In meeting the collform monitoring 
requirements, water suppliers should r.ot 
have difficulty finding laboratory facility 
At the present time there Is little routine 
monitoring being done for heavy metalr and 
organic compounds of concern in the Regu¬ 
lations. However, there are adequate num¬ 
bers of public and private laboratories caps* 
ble of performing these analyses although 
State certification of laboratories, require 
by the regulations, could constrain avail*' it 
laboratory facilities. 

The final area where constraints could 
occur is In the design and construction of ’ I* 
required treatment facilities. Although ^- r 
annual cost of required new construe:: u 
represents less than 0.4 percent of the present 
total annual new construction In the United 
States, design and construction of new water 
treatment plant* is highly specialised, some 
communities, especially those In rural area 
may have difficulty obtaining these terrier* 
due to their expense or unavailability 


* Chase Econometric Associates, Inc. "Tb* 

Macroeconomic Impacts of Federal Pollution 

Control Programs.*’ prepared for the Council 
of Environmental Quality and the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency. January 1975 
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1.6 Limit m 0 / the analysis. In developing 
the cost estimates used In this study. It was 
r c:c*ifi&rj to use several simplifying assump¬ 
tions. This section explores these assumption* 
and what their overall impact might be. 

'Hie first assumption is that there are 
40,000 community water supply systems In 
the nation and that they are represented 
accurately by the current EPA Inventory of 
community water supply systems. There Is 
some evidence that when the Inventory U 
completed there will be a total of 50,000 com¬ 
munity systems rather than the estimated 
4# 000. This increase in systems would cause 
an increase In monitoring costs of about 12 
Percent and a similar tokens* in treatment 
coot*. 

All costa for public non-community sys¬ 
tem* were baned on the assumption that 
there are 200,000 of these systems nationwide. 
A*, the present time there Is no accurate In¬ 
ventory of these systems, thus, this number 
Is palely an estimate. It l* anticipated that 
tue EPA will be performing an inventory of 
then© systems In the next few year* so that 
ttew estimates can be updated. 

A major consideration not used In de¬ 
veloping treatment costs 1* that many sys¬ 
tems may U£« alternative water management 
practice* rather than Install more* costly 

r itment procease* when they exceed an 
MCt requirement. For example, ground water 
nystemn might blend water from a “clean" 
woll with that from a “dirty” well so that the 
nr.ultant water will not exceed the M CV. 
Pimilarly. no estimate Is possible to deter¬ 
mine the possible benefits which might re¬ 
run from cascading, treatment proceare* An 
example of this U that clarification units 
might remove enough heavy metals eo that 
tbc MCL might not be exceeded. These treat¬ 
ment alternatives would vary from ette to 
rite ao that it 1* Impossible to quantify the 
benefits which would be dertved. 

1.7 Energy use. It 1* estimated that ap¬ 
proximately 21.200 billion BTO* per year 
will be teqtiired to operate plants and pro¬ 
duce chemicals for the various treatment 
systems necessary for the 40,000 community 
systems to meet the regulation*. This Is 
about 0028 percent of the 1973 national 
energy consumption, baaed on the 1074 Sta¬ 
tistical Abstract. The Increase in energy use 
will depend on a number of factors. Includ¬ 
ing whether pollution in surface sources 
of water* is successfully controlled. Thore 
will bo no direct energy saving* from the 
r> mmendcd action. 

i FH Doc.75-33838 Filed 12-23-75;8;45 am] 


PART 141 —NATIONAL INTERIM PRIMARY 
DRINKING WATER REGULATIONS 

Subpart E—Special Monitoring Regulations 
for Organic Chemicals 

Pursuant to Sections 1445(a) and 
1450(a)<l> or the Public Health Service 
Act, as amended by the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, Pub. L. 93-523. the Admin¬ 
istrator of the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency hereby Issues a new 40 CFR 
141. .Subpart E, to become effective im¬ 
mediately. This subpart establishes 
impiing, monitoring, testing and other 
requirements applicable to designated 
public water systems for the purpose of 
providing data for the establishment of 
maximum contaminant levels of organic 
contaminants In drinking water. 

Concurrently with this publication, 
EPA is promulgating National Interim 
Primary Drinking Water Regulations 
under the authority of the 8afe Drink * 
to* Water Act rSDWA”) . Those regu- 
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latlons contain maximum contaminant 
levels, monitoring frequencies and ana¬ 
lytical procedures for microbiological 
contaminants, turbidity, and selected 
inorganic and organic chemicals. The 
Interim Primary Drinking Water Regu¬ 
lations are to become effective 18 months 
after promulgation. 

EPA is embarking on an intensive re¬ 
search program to find answers to the 
following questions: 

1. What axe the effects of commonly 
occurring organic compounds on human 
health? 

2. What analytical procedures should 
be used to monitor finished drinking 
water to assure that any Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Regulations dealing with or¬ 
ganics arc met? 

3. Because some of these organic 
compounds are formed during water 
treatment, what changes in treatment 
practices arc required to minimize the 
formation of these compounds In treated 
water? 

4. What treatment technology must 
be applied to reduce contaminant levels 
to concentrations that may be specified 
in the Primary Drinking Water Regula¬ 
tions? 

nils research will Involve health-ef¬ 
fects and epidemiological studies, in¬ 
vestigations of analytical methodology, 
and pilot plant and field studies of or¬ 
ganic removal unit processes. Some 
phases of the research arc to be com¬ 
pleted by the end of this year, while 
much of the remainder are to be com¬ 
pleted within the next calendar year. 

Subpart E is intended to provide a 
rapid means of obtaining data in sup¬ 
port of the possible establishment of 
additional maximum contaminant levels 
for organic chemical contaminants of 
drinking water, either as individual 
compounds or groups of compounds. 
Throe regulations will form the basis of 
a wide-ranging monitoring and Analyti¬ 
cal study to be performed by EPA in 
conjunction with the States and desig¬ 
nated participating public water sys¬ 
tems. These regulations will also gen¬ 
erate information on the occurrence of 
potentially hazardous organic chemicals 
in a cross-section of public water sys¬ 
tems covering a substantia] portion of 
the population of the United States and 
representing various types of drinking 
water sources and treatment processes. 
They will provide information which is 
currently lacking on the actual distri¬ 
bution of a number of organic chemicals 
and will make It passible lor EPA to at¬ 
tempt to correlate the presence of these 
chemicals with the results of several 
general and chemical 6roup analytical 
procedures. This Information will aid In 
the development of future primary 
drinking water regulations. 

The recently completed National Or¬ 
ganics Reconnaissance Survey (NORS) 
reported detection of six volatile organic 
compounds In a sampling of 80 cities. 
Extensive additional gas chromato¬ 
graphic / mass spec troraetric analyses 
were performed on 10 of these 80 water 
systems. However. these were one-time 
samples and therefore do not indicate 
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seasonal effects on drinking water qual¬ 
ity nor any other temporary factors 
such as intermittent discharge or the 
long terra effects of treatment appli¬ 
cations in controlling finished water 
quality. The special study covered by 
these regulations was derived, in part, 
from the preliminary results obtained In 
the NORS Burvcy and is intended to re¬ 
spond to many of the questions which It 
raised so that the appropriate regula¬ 
tory actions may bo determined. Many 
of the systems from the previous survey 
will be resampled several times during 
this period to provide an Indication of 
longer-term and seasonal variations In 
the quality of drinking water. 

This study will include analyses for 
approximately 20 specific organic com¬ 
pounds deemed to be candidates for par¬ 
ticular concern, and analyses of 6 surro¬ 
gate group chemical parameters which 
arc Indicators of the total amount of 
organic contamination. Several of these 
surrogate procedures show promise as 
indicators of specific families of com¬ 
pounds such as chlorinated < halogen- 
ated) organics or aromatic compounds. 
Thev also show promise as practical 
methods which could be developed and 
widely applied for surveillance and qual¬ 
ity control of drinking water In many 
water systems, particularly those public 
water systems which are not large 
enough to be financially capable of pro¬ 
viding highly sophisticated computerised 
gas chromatographic/mass spec tromet¬ 
ric analyses. 

In order to assure a rapid and efficient 
method of providing data of uniform and 
assured quality. EPA will asmme the 
principal responsibility for analysis and 
evaluation of the water samples taken by 
the designated public water s vs terns. The 
water systems Involved may be required 
to provide background Information and 
follow-up Investigation as necessary. 

EPA feels that this monitoring study, 
in conjunction with its other substantial 
research efforts, will proxldc the basis 
for a coherent and rational approach to 
the control of organic chemical contami¬ 
nation of public water systems. 

Good cause exLsts for promulgation of 
these regulations without first asking for 
comment on them, in view of the wide¬ 
spread public concern, the need to move 
as quicklv as possible to carry out the 
Congressional mandate to deal with or¬ 
ganic chemicals, and in view of the fact 
that the burden Imposed on designated 
public water systems Is limited. 

Oacftmc CirraucAi.3 To Be Surveyed 

The basic monitoring study will be 
completed within one year and will in¬ 
volve multiple samplings from each des¬ 
ignated system. Water samples and con¬ 
centrates will be collected on rite and 
shipped to EPA laboratories for analysis. 

The study will consist of analyses for 
a number of organic compounds and 6 
surrogates In approximitelv 100 public 
water systems in the United States. 
Many of the compounds to be selected 
for inclusion In this study wlli be halog- 
cnated and aromatic organic com¬ 
pounds. Virtually no chlorinated organic 
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compounds are known to occur naturally 
in fresh water. Many are considered to be 
liver toxins and/or potential carcinogens 
in some concentration. It would be ex¬ 
pected that any* chlorinated organic 
compounds found in drinking water 
would have been generated either from 
industrial manufacturing operations, ag¬ 
ricultural operations, or during chlorina¬ 
tion of water for the purpose of disinfec¬ 
tion. Many aromatic compounds arc also 
considered to be chronic toxicants and 
some have been shown to be carcinogens 
in test systems such as animal feeding. 
Aromatic compounds might also reach 
drinking water systems from Industrial 
sources, urban surface runoff, or from 
atmospheric fallout of materials gener¬ 
ated during combustion processes. Other 
possible candidates include aromatic 
amines and nitrosaminea. 

The compounds to be studied are being 
selected on the basis of available toxicity 
data. Information on possible occurrence 
in public water systems with significant 
frequency, and the availability of prac¬ 
tical analytical methods for identifica¬ 
tion and quantification. They may in¬ 
clude: benzene; carbon tetrachloride: 
p-dichlorobenzene; vinyl chloride; 1. 2. 
4-trichlorobenzene: bis- (2-chloroethyl) 
ether; 1. 1. 2-trichloroethylene; 2. 4-dl- 
chlorophcnol; fluoranthene; 11, 12-ben- 
zofluoranthene; 3. 4-benzofluoranthene; 
1, 12-benzoperyIene: 3. 4-benzopyrene; 
indeuo (I, 2. 3-cd) pyrene; chloroform; 
bromodichloromethane; bromoform; 1. 
2-dichlorocthane; polychlorinated bi¬ 
phenyls; and pentachlorophenol. Addi¬ 
tional studies will be performed on 
aromAtlc amines ie.g. benzidine > and 
nitrosamines. 

In addition to the analyses of specific 
compounds, a number of analyses of gen¬ 
eral organic indicators will be performed 
in order to determine possible relation¬ 
ships between the presence of the spe¬ 
cific chemicals and certain general surro¬ 
gate analytic procedures which should 
be more applicable for routine monitor¬ 
ing in public water systems. The follow¬ 
ing general indicators will be used: 

<1) Total Organic Carbon analysis 
offers promise as a general organic 
measurement parameter for drinking 
water and is already widely accepted in 
the area of waste treatment organics 
monitoring. The procedure indicates the 
total amount of organically bound carbon 
present in the sample and is not selective 
among types of compounds. The tech¬ 
nique essentially consists of oxidation of 
the organic chemicals in a water sample 
to carbon dioxide which is cither quanti¬ 
fied directly or converted to methane 
which is then quantified. Sample collec¬ 
tion is simple, analysis Is rapid (10 min¬ 
utes) and may be automated, cost per 
sample is low. and Interference from in¬ 
organic carbon can be avoided. Reliable 
and accurate Instrumentation is now be¬ 
coming available for application of this 
procedure to drinking water. 

(2) The Ultraviolet and Fluorescence 
Spectroscopic methods, which primarily 
indicate the presence of aromatic com¬ 


pounds. The advantages of these methods 
are sampling simplicity, the small sam¬ 
ple size required, and the speed and low 
cost per sample. 

<3) Color analyses, which arc rela¬ 
tively simple and rapid methods which 
may Indicate the presence of certain 
organic compound types, particularly 
humic substances. Some recent data In¬ 
dicate that a relatively quantitative 
relationship may exist between color in¬ 
tensity and the quantity of humic sub¬ 
stances which represent the largest por¬ 
tion of dissolved organic chemicals in 
some waters. 

(4) Total Organic Chlorine analyses, 
which offer promise for rapid, accurate 
Indication of the presence of all chlorine- 
containing organic compounds. This pro¬ 
cedure involves oxidation of the halo- 
orgnnlcs in a water sample followed by 
microcoulomctric quantification. The 
analysis is rapid after sample concentra¬ 
tion. The present apparatus has not gen- 

. orally been applied to drinking water, but 
EPA is conducting a concurrent program 
to develop the application so that this 
potentially important method may be 
utilized in this monitoring study. 

(5) The Carbon-Chloroform Extract 
procedure (CCE). which consists of pas- 
.sage of 60 liters of water through a car¬ 
bon column at a constant rate for 48 
hours. The carbon adsorbant is then ex¬ 
tracted with refluxing chloroform fol¬ 
lowed by removal of most of the chloro¬ 
form and evaporation of the residue to 
constant weight. The entire analytical 
process requires about 6 days for com¬ 
pletion and the concentrates represent 
something less than 10% of the total 
organics content of the sampled water. 
Therefore, CCE is not amenable to on¬ 
line process control monitoring. However, 
In this studv. tills CCE data and histori¬ 
cal CCE data will be interrelated with 
specific compound analyses and the other 
surrogate analyses, to designate the opti¬ 
mum monitoring methodologies for Held 
use which are most indicative of the pres¬ 
ence of those organic compounds which 
potentially pose risks to human health. 

Other methods of sample collection and 
concentration which ore being evaluated 
for tills and concurrent studies include 
the use of macroreticulor resins which 
have shown promise for application to 
drinking water analytical technology. 

Within two weeks from the publication 
of this subpart, in consultation with the 
States. EPA will designate approximately 
100 public water systems for Inclusion In 
the special monitoring program for or¬ 
ganic chemicals. The systems will be se¬ 
lected to represent each major type of 
water supply f livers, Impoundments and 
ground water), quality of water, treat¬ 
ment. region and population size. Most of 
the systems should serve large metropoli¬ 
tan areas, but some may be small enough 
to be representative of the water types 
and problems associated with smaller 
systems. The number of systems to be 
selected will be sufficient to permit an 
evaluation of the relationship of specific 
contaminant concentrations to several 
general organic parameters. 


EPA in consultation with the 8tate v m | 
work closely with each system to assure 
that proper sampling techniques are 
used. In addition, when preliminary re¬ 
sults indicate that a potentially harm 1 1 ; 
organic chemical is present In slgnlficiiin 
amounts in a particular water systt:- 
EPA and the State will consult with the 
system and provide technical advice and 
assistance where appropriate. In some 
cases, it may be passible to identify a 
particular point source which is cas¬ 
ing serious contamination of a pubhr 
water system, or to determine that ad¬ 
ditional treatment should be installed 
by a system without waiting for the na¬ 
tionwide survey results. 

For the reasons given above. Chapter 
40 of the Code of Federal Regulation^ . 
hereby amended by adding 6ubpart F. to 
Part 141, os follows. The new regulatr j* 
take effect December 24.1975. 

Dated: December 10, 1975. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator 

§ I I 1.10 Special monitoring for organ.r 
rlirmicaU. 

*a» The Administrator may designee 
by publication in the Federal Recist 
public water systems which are requir'd 
to take water samples, provide inform - 
tion. and in appropriate cases anal * 
water samples for the purpose of provid¬ 
ing information on contamination of 
drinking water sources and of treat* d 
water by organic chemicals. 

ib» The Administrator shall provide to 
each public system designated pursuant 
to paragraph (a) of this section a written 
schedule for the sampling of source wau r 
or treated water by the system, with 
written instructions for the sampling 
methods and for handling of sample* 
The schedule may designate the lon*- 
lions or types of locations to be sampli d 
<c> In cases where the public water 
system has a laboratory capable of ana¬ 
lyzing samples for constituents specific 
by the Administrator, the Administrator 
may require analyses to be made by the 
public water system for submission to 
EPA. If the Administrator requires the 
analyses to be made by the public water 
system, he shall provide the system with 
written instructions as to the analyti al 
procedures to be followcd, or with refer¬ 
ences to technical document* describes 
the analytical procedures. 

<d> Public water systems designated 
by the Administrator pursuant to para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall provide 
to the Administrator, upon request, in¬ 
formation to be used in the evaluation of 
analytical results. Including records of 
previous monitoring and analyses, infor¬ 
mation on possible sources of contamina¬ 
tion and treatment techniques used by 
the system. 

<8ec*. 1445 and 1450 of the Public HcaI' 
Service Act. 88 Stat. I860 (42 U.8C. 300 >-4 
and 300J-0)) 
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Would you like 

to know IF ANY CHANGES HAVE BEEN 

MADE IN CERTAIN TITLES OF THE CODE OF 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS without reading 
the Federal Register every day? If so, you 
may wish to subscribe to the "List of 
CFR Sections Affected." 




List of CFR Sections Affected *10^^ 

The "List of CFR Sections Affected" is designed to lead users of the 
Code of Federal Regulations to amendatory actions published in the 
Federal Register, and is issued monthly in cumulative form. Entries 
indicate the nature of the changes. 

Also available on a subscription basis . . . 

The Federal Register Index 5 8“ ryear 

Indexes covering the contents of the daily Federal Register are issued 
monthly and annually. Entries are carried primarily under the names of 
the issuing agencies. Significant subjects are also carried. 


A finding aid it included at t tut and of each pubbeatvon which Hits Federal 
Register page numbers wrth the date of publication »n the Federal Register 


Order from: Superintendent of Document* 

U S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C< 20402 

Not® to FR Subscribers: FR Indexes and the "List of CFR Sections Affected" will 
continue to be mailed free of chargo to regular FR subscribers. 











